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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. HARRIS).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 29, 2004.

I hereby appoint the Honorable KATHERINE
HARRIS to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.

——————

OTHER PEOPLE’S ELECTIONS

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker,
today | reflect on some of the recent
elections held in other countries. While
citizens of other countries may have
different values about the level of gov-
ernment intervention in areas, let us
say in economics or labor rights, over-
whelmingly, most citizens of the world
would prefer to live in a democracy
than a totalitarian-run system. This
was presented last summer by the Pew
Research Center for the People in the
Press. Pew Research Center inter-

viewed over 66,000 people in 44 coun-
tries over 2 years. The majority dem-
onstrated strong preferences in demo-
cratic governments, even in Muslim
countries.

Over the past 3 weeks, other people
have elected leaders, sometimes new,
sometimes the incumbent. | wish for
all, of course, to live under the same
sunshine of freedom that we in the
United States have here.

In Taiwan Saturday, March 20, in-
cumbent President Chen, Taiwan’s pro-
independence leader, was declared to
have won by a slim margin, just a hair
over 50 percent. This election was pre-
ceded by threats from mainland China
and Chen’s international detractors,
and jittery nerves by many who urged
““‘don’t rock the boat.”” On election eve,
President Chen and his Vice President
were shot in a craven attack.

The aftermath of the election is a lit-
tle calmer: there are street protests
and a recount is imminent. Also, in a
win for China, though, election au-
thorities nullified the results of a con-
troversial referendum championed by
the President because too few voters
took partin it.

However, | still see some optimism.
The apparent reelection of Chen is
sending a message both to Beijing and
Washington: while not outright declar-
ing independence, China’s people are
standing up for their status as a sov-
ereign body; they are not completely
buying into Beijing’s domineering
““One China’ policy. Further, | find it
telling that while an insufficient num-
ber voted in the referendum, of those
who did, 90 percent pulled the yes lever
to the two questions: one, whether to
try to set up a framework for direct
talks with China; and, two, whether to
buy more advanced weapons if China
refuses to move missiles aimed at their
island. | wish President Chen every
success in my support of his leading his
people to a democracy.

Now, let us look at Spain. | under-
stand the emotional and political tu-

mult in which Spain found themselves
on March 11 and after. However, I am
discouraged that circumstances influ-
enced the election the way they did, for
the singular reason that the Spaniards
appear to think that the Socialist
Party will bring them relief from the
retributions of extreme Islamic fun-
damentalists. | sadly believe they are
wrong. Gustavo de Aristegui wrote in
The Washington Post on Sunday,
March 21: ““In 1984, | had a long talk
with a high-ranking Sunni cleric in a
mosque in Damascus. He was very
friendly when he learned that | was a
Spaniard. After 2 hours of conversation
about politics and theology, which are
very much intertwined in that part of
the world, he said to me: ‘Don’t worry,
we will liberate Spain from Western
corruption.””

The writer emphasized that this was
a moderate, respected clergyman. Now,
that is a chilling, foreshadowing, look-
ing into the minds of those who would
destroy that way of life in Spain.

Yet, what did Spaniards sacrifice in
their election of the Socialist Party
candidate? Since 1986, the Partido Pop-
ular turned from 21 percent unemploy-
ment down to 9 percent, foreign debt
from 80 percent to less than 50 percent
GDP, a deficit of 6.7 percent of GDP in
1996 to a 0.5 percent surplus in 2002, and
a growing economy while much of the
world experienced a downturn. This is
the stuff that democracies are made of:
living economically securely, planning
futures, and thriving.

Like President Chen, | support our
ally Spain and the new leadership that
they have openly and fairly chosen. |
only ponder that democracies also
value economic prosperity, and capitu-
lation to bullies may compromise that
for which they have worked.

Heading east, President Putin won
reelection in Russia this month. He has
promised to translate his landslide re-
election into concrete reforms: mod-
ernizing the economy, the bureaucracy,
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the banking system, utilities, health
and social services. Last Monday Presi-
dent Bush called him to congratulate
him and urge him to follow through on
his reforms, to move forward towards
his promises of market-based and
democratic reform.

Madam Speaker, let us hope so. Like
the leader of Taiwan, the leader of
Spain, | wish the leader of Russia,
President Putin, success; but | will de-
fine success as: how free are your peo-
ple?

———

HOW FAST WILL THEY RUN?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, this
week we are going to see just how com-
mitted our Republican friends are to
the irresponsible budget that they
passed 4 days ago.

Tomorrow, Democrats will offer a
motion to instruct House conferees on
the fiscal 2005 budget resolution to ac-
cept the Senate’s bipartisan pay-as-
you-go budget enforcement rules.
Those rules would require us to find
offsets for both new spending as well as
tax cuts. As a matter of fact, one of the
real authors of pay-as-you-go, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER), in the 1990s is here, which led
to the most fiscally responsible admin-
istration’s performance, frankly, in
history, under Bill Clinton. And with a
projected budget deficit of more than a
half a trillion dollars this year, it is
fair to ask, What could be more reason-
able than that?

After all, our bipartisan agreement
to pay-as-you-go rules in 1990 led to the
steady decrease of our deficits through-
out that decade and 4 consecutive
years of budget surpluses between fis-
cal 1998 and 2001, the first time that has
happened in 80 years.

But in their budget resolution, our
Republican friends pretend that we can
get our fiscal house back in order by
applying so-called pay-as-you-go rules
to spending only. Tax cuts, they be-
lieve, are a freebie, even though the
Congressional Budget Office has esti-
mated that 40 percent of our deficit is
attributable to revenue reductions.
Who is going to pay that bill? Our chil-
dren will pay that bill. Our grand-
children will pay that bill.

And even the respected chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, my
friend, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG), said in February, ‘““No one
should expect significant deficit reduc-
tion as a result of austere, nondefense
discretionary spending limits. The
numbers simply do not add up.” So
said the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
YOUNG), conservative Republican.

So | urge my Republican friends: join
us. Join us in this effort to restore fis-
cal sanity to our Nation’s budget. Vote
for this important Democratic motion
to instruct. That is not so hard. And
remember, you have done it before.
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Last year, a mere 96 hours after you
passed your fist 2004 budget resolution,
you turned right around, 180 degrees,
and voted for the Democratic motion
to instruct conferees to reject the deep
cuts called for in your budget for edu-
cation, for veterans, Medicare, Med-
icaid, and other areas. The chairman of
the Committee on the Budget, the gen-
tleman from lowa (Mr. NUSSLE), even
stood on this floor and railed against
our motion for half an hour. For half
an hour he railed against our motion,
before he and most of the Republican
leadership flip-flopped and helped pass
it by a vote of, listen to this, Madam
Speaker, 399 to 22. That was the Demo-
cratic motion passing. Why? Because
Republicans wanted to pretend that
they were actually for the motion to
instruct’s priorities when their budget
clearly denied that, contradicted it, did
not provide for those priorities.

So | urge my Republican friends to
support the adoption of pay-as-you-go
rules which helped Democrats produce
a budget for fiscal year 2005 that was
both fair and responsible.

Our Democratic substitute would bal-
ance the budget within 8 years. The Re-
publican resolution would actually in-
crease our deficits. Our Democratic
budget would protect Social Security.
Our democratic budget would match
the Republican budget on defense
spending to ensure our national secu-
rity and provide nearly $6 billion more
over 5 years for homeland security to
ensure that our people here at home
are safer. Our Democratic budget
would provide tax relief for hard-work-
ing families; and our budget, the Demo-
cratic budget, even as it reins in defi-
cits caused by the Republican Party’s
failed policies, would provide more re-
sources than the Republican budget for
education, veterans, job training, pub-
lic health, and infrastructure, the last,
of course, being extraordinarily effec-
tive jobs-producing.

Finally, Madam Speaker, we also will
consider this week, as | have said, the
transportation reauthorization bill,
which will pass, | predict, with wide bi-
partisan support, but leave both Demo-
crats and some Republicans shaking
their heads.

This is not only a bill about infra-
structure, critically important to our
economy, critically important to the
safety of this Nation, critically impor-
tant to every American; it is also a
jobs bill. Democrats and some Repub-
licans, including the chairman of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, the gentleman from Alas-
ka (Mr. YoOuNG), himself supported a
spending level of $375 billion, which
would have created 1.7 million new
jobs.

Why is that important? Because for
the first time in 75 years since Herbert
Hoover, the first time, this is the first
administration in three-quarters of a
century that will end its 4-year term
having lost jobs net in this economy.
That is why we have over 8 million peo-
ple unemployed and 2.5 million jobs
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lost. Yet, the President, who has the
worst record of job creation since Her-
bert Hoover threatened a veto of that
jobs-creating bill, demanding a funding
level that would create 1.1 million
fewer new jobs.
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I urge my Republican friends to stop
ignoring the plight of the unemployed
who have suffered under your failed
policies.

Since December, more than 1 million
jobless workers have exhausted their
regular State unemployment benefits
without receiving temporary Federal
assistance. Why? Because Republicans
allowed the Federal program to expire.
Democrats have been asking for the
last 6 months to extend that program,
as we did under the Reagan administra-
tion, as we did under Bush 1. They have
refused to do so.

Before we leave Washington this
week for a 2-week recess, we should
pass an immediate extension of tem-
porary Federal jobless benefits. It is
the right thing to do, it is the moral
thing to do, and | would suggest to you
it is the right thing to do for our econ-
omy as well. There is no excuse for fail-
ing to act.

Madam Speaker, | hope that when
the motion to instruct on the budget
resolution is made to have a respon-
sible, effective, historically effective
pay-as-you-go process, to discipline our
budget so that America’s children and
America’s grandchildren and America’s
economy will not be put deeper into
debt and that we will have an effective
enforcement process, which will, like
America’s families, make tough deci-
sions so that we will have a better fu-
ture for our country.

————

VOTE FOR THE MOTION TO IN-
STRUCT CONFEREES ON THE
BUDGET RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
HARRIS). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Speaker, let
me follow in the same footsteps of my
colleague from Maryland.

Last week, the House passed a budg-
et, a very bitterly debated and very
close decision on the final outcome as
to which budget we should pass. A lot
of speeches were made, a lot of prom-
ises were made, but one of the things
that was not a part of the budget reso-
lution last week was pay-as-you-go.

Now, our friends on the other side of
the Capitol, the other body, in passing
their budget they suggested that pay-
as-you-go would be a good policy; and
they included everything. In my opin-
ion, unless we have everything on the
table, spending and revenue, pay-as-
you-go will not work as well in 2004 as
it did in the 1990s.

There are those that believe there
should be a difference. They are the
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same ones that have succeeded in pass-
ing three budgets now in the last 3
years that have given this country the
largest fiscal deficits in the history of
our country. They are the same ones
that are arguing now that pay-as-you-
go should only include spending, not
revenue. But they are the ones also
that should accept the responsibility
for their ideas, having, as | said, given
this country the largest amount of fis-
cal deficits in the history of our coun-
try.

We borrowed $1 trillion in the last 2%2
years. We are going to borrow another
trillion dollars in the next year and a
half. And yet they argue, and will
argue this afternoon on the motion to
recommit, that we should only include
spending.

Well, the pay-as-you-go resolution
that | supported, and it was in the Blue
Dog budget, was in the Democratic
party alternative, was put everything
on the table. If you want to spend more
for any purpose, then you have to cut
spending somewhere else. If you want
to cut taxes, then you have got to cut
spending somewhere to make room for
them or raise taxes in some other area
that will be more proficient, more effi-
cient, and accomplish what needs to be
done for the job creation in this coun-
try but also for getting our fiscal house
in order.

We are not going to wish deficits
away. We can argue about this, and we
did last week. We can argue about what
trade policy we should have. But one
thing we cannot argue about, and no
one does argue about, is the baby boom
generation reaching age 62 in 2008, 65 in
2011, 67 in 2013. That is when the great-
est economic pressure that this coun-
try has ever known is going to hit us,
and that is why it is so important for
this Congress and this administration
to get real about fiscal responsibility.

Philosophy alone will not cut it. To
those that argue that cutting taxes was
going to produce more revenue, it
didn’t. It did not. It came up over $100
billion short. Those of us that believe
in pay-as-you-go say that when you ad-
vocate a policy, whether it be spending
or revenue, and it does not do what you
said it was going to do, then you should
step up to the plate and pay for it. But,
no, those who argue on the other side
say we are not going to ask those for-
tunate to be alive today to pay for it,
we are going to send the bill to our
grandchildren. We are going to send
the bill to them because they cannot
vote in November.

Pay-as-you-go is a pretty simple phi-
losophy. Every family in the United
States has to adopt pay-as-you-go.
Most families do not have the luxury,
in fact, they would not even think
about one of the solutions to the fam-
ily problems is to reduce mom’s or
dad’s paycheck and yet reduce that
paycheck and live within that means.
One would not think about doing that,
but that is what the leadership of this
House is suggesting. That is what they
did even though a very large, | think
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plurality, maybe majority on the other
side of the aisle agrees with those of us
that says pay-as-you-go is something
that should be part of the budget reso-
lution, and it should be implemented,
and it should be implemented with ev-
erything on the table.

That is what the motion to instruct
conferees tomorrow will be about, and
I would encourage my colleagues, both
sides of the aisle, to vote for it and put
some muscle into the speechifying on
budgets in this body.

——
NATIONAL SECURITY  ADVISOR
CONDOLEEZZA RICE SHOULD

TESTIFY BEFORE THE 9/11 COM-
MISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, National Security Ad-
visor Condoleezza Rice should testify
before the 9/11 Commission. She can no
longer hide behind the right of execu-
tive privilege. Both she and the Presi-
dent should waive their rights to exec-
utive privilege in this case. The execu-
tive privilege can still be preserved for
President Bush and for future presi-
dents in other matters.

There are few matters in our Na-
tion’s experience as sobering as the
tragic terrorist attack of 9/11. It was
the worst homeland attack on our se-
curity since Pearl Harbor, and we need
a full accounting from the administra-
tion about what happened prior to 9/11.

The National Security Advisor has
tried to have it both ways. She has
commented on the proceedings of the
Commission to the press, she has ques-
tioned the evidence presented to the
Commission, and challenged the integ-
rity of the witnesses testifying under
oath, but she refuses to testify in pub-
lic under oath to the Commission and
to the families about what she knew
about the events leading up to 9/11,
about our efforts to stop terrorism,
about our efforts to protect our na-
tional security.

The families and the Nation need to
know and want to know what exactly
happened prior to 9/11. We need Mrs.
Rice’s testimony under oath to reach a
full accounting, especially since she is
now from the sidelines publicly contra-
dicting evidence and testimony pre-
sented to the Commission.

If Condoleezza Rice has another
version of the events and facts, she
must come forward and present them
to the Nation under oath. Congress, the
families, and the public deserve no less.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2

.m.
pA(:cordingly (at 12 o’clock and 55
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.
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The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BOOzZMAN) at 2 p.m.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, as soon as we call You
““God with us,” we realize Your cov-
enant reenacted. You have committed
Yourself to be in solidarity, “God with
us.” You wish to share our joys and
pains, defend and protect us. You raise
up from within us laments, shouts of
praise, and hymns of constancy.

We will never truly know You, Lord
God, as a compassionate God until we
see You and know Your presence in the
midst of our daily grind, at the bottom
of our deepest longings, and as the sus-
taining strength in overwhelming
trials.

You have chosen to be with us and
love us with all our limitations as a
people and as a Nation. So we rejoice in
You now and forever. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CARTER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a bill of the
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 2241. An act to reauthorize certain
school lunch and child nutrition programs
through June 30, 2004.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 26, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule Il of
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the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 26, 2004 at 9:10 a.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3926.

With best wishes, | am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON.
NANCY PELOSI, DEMOCRATIC
LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable Nancy
Pelosi, Democratic Leader:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,
March 26, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to (10 U.S.C.
111 note) | hereby appoint retired Army Lt.
General H.G. (Pete) Taylor, to the Commis-
sion On The Review Of The Overseas Mili-
tary Facility Structure Of The United
States.

Best regards,
NANCY PELOSI.

——————

LIBYA RESPECTS AMERICA’S
INITIATIVES

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, in the global war on ter-
rorism, it is reassuring that President
George W. Bush is keeping focused on
winning the war which was forced on
America by the murderous attacks of
September 11.

In the midst of Monday morning
quarterbacking, we should see the facts
of success: the Afghan and Iraqi dicta-
torships which supported terrorism
have met regime change. An
emboldened Pakistan has 70,000 troops
uprooting terrorists on the border of
Afghanistan, and Libya has abandoned
its banned weapons programs.

Libya has seen the light. It is reas-
suring to learn from Thursday’s Wash-
ington Post that the Libyan dictator’s
son Saif Islam Qaddafi has made the
case for peace and freedom clear to
other Arab countries: ‘‘Instead of
shouting and criticizing the American
initiative, you have to bring democ-
racy to your countries, and then there
will be no need to fear America or your
people.”

In conclusion, God bless our troops.
We will never forget September 11.

————

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, last week |
met with the Esperanza Senior Citizen
Club in City Terrace in East Los Ange-
les to discuss the new Medicare pre-
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scription drug law enacted last year.
The seniors there had many, many
questions. They asked me how the law
will affect them and will it provide af-
fordable drugs. Unfortunately, | had to
tell them that the law does nothing to
lower the cost of prescription drugs. In
fact, | told them that it prohibits the
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices from negotiating lower prices.
They were star struck. They could not
believe that that is what we had passed
here in the Congress.

In short, the law increases profits for
big pharmaceutical companies and fails
to protect seniors. The Esperanza Sen-
ior Club was shocked when they
learned the truth about the new law
because they felt that Congress had
abandoned them. They told me to go
back to Washington and they told me
to renegotiate, to open up a discussion
on that piece of legislation, because for
them and the district that | represent,
still they are not able to afford their
drugs, their medications; and they
want choices. They wanted to know if
they were going to have the same phy-
sician caring for them in the HMOs.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

————

UTROK ATOLL VESSEL
CONVEYANCE

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, |
move to suspend the rules and concur
in the Senate amendments to the bill
(H.R. 2584) to provide for the convey-
ance to the Utrok Atoll local govern-
ment of a decommissioned National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion ship, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate amendments:

(1)Page 2, after line 17, insert:

(c) Within 120 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Utrok Atoll local govern-
ment, in consultation with the Government of
the Republic of the Marshall Islands, shall sub-
mit a plan for the use of the vessel to be con-
veyed under subsection (a) to the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Resources, the House
of Representatives Committee on Science, the
Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, and the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

(2)Page 4, after line 6, insert:
SEC. 305. REBUILDING FISH STOCKS.

Section 105 of division H of the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2004, is repealed.

(3)Page 4, after line 6, insert:
TITLE IV—PACIFIC ALBACORE TUNA
TREATY
SEC. 401. IMPLEMENTATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding anything

to the contrary in section 201, 204, or 307(2) of
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the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1821, 1824, and
1857(2)), foreign fishing may be conducted pur-
suant to the Treaty between the Government of
the United States of America and the Govern-
ment of Canada on Pacific Coast Albacore Tuna
Vessels and Port Privileges, signed at Wash-
ington May 26, 1981, including its Annexes and
any amendments thereto.

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Com-
merce, with the concurrence of the Secretary of
State, may—

(1) promulgate regulations necessary to dis-
charge the obligations of the United States
under the Treaty and its Annexes; and

(2) provide for the application of any such
regulation to any person or vessel subject to the
jurisdiction of the United States, wherever that
person or vessel may be located.

(c) ENFORCEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) shall be enforced as if sub-
section (a) were a provision of that Act. Any
reference in the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C.
1801 et seq.) to ““this Act’’ or to any provision of
that Act, shall be considered to be a reference to
that Act as it would be in effect if subsection (a)
were a provision of that Act.

(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations promul-
gated under subsection (b), shall be enforced as
if—

(A) subsection (a) were a provision of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.); and

(B) the regulations were promulgated under
that Act.

SEC. 402. SOUTH PACIFIC
AMENDMENT.

Section 6 of the South Pacific Tuna Act of
1988 (16 U.S.C. 973d(a)) is amended by striking
“‘outside of the 200 nautical mile fisheries zones
of the Pacific Island Parties.”” and inserting ‘“‘or
to fishing by vessels using the longline method
in the high seas areas of the Treaty area.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) and the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST).

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

H.R. 2584 passed the House on Novem-
ber 11, 2003, by voice vote. The bill, as
passed by the House, included a num-
ber of important provisions including
the transfer of a decommissioned
NOAA vessel to the local government
of the Utrok Atoll, the reauthorization
of the Yukon River Salmon Act of 2000,
the reauthorization of the Fishermen’s
Protective Act of 1967, and a provision
to correct and ratify certain pro-
motions within the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration Com-
missioned Corps.

The Senate has made several addi-
tions to the legislation which make it
a stronger conservation measure.
These additions include language to
implement the Pacific Albacore Tuna
Treaty, a measure which will help en-
sure the sustainable conservation and
management of the albacore tuna fish-
ery shared by the United States and
Canada; and language to allow certain
U.S. fishing vessels access to South Pa-
cific tuna stocks consistent with revi-
sions to the 1988 South Pacific Tuna

TUNA TREATY ACT
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Treaty. The bill was further amended
to strike a provision of the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act of 2004, which
would have delayed the implementa-
tion of important conservation and
management measures in the North-
east multispecies fishery management
plan. This provision is important to
the continued rebuilding process for
New England groundfish stocks and to
meet court-ordered timetables.

Finally, the amendments include a
requirement that a plan for the use of
the decommissioned vessel be sub-
mitted to Congress by the local govern-
ment of the Utrok Atoll in consulta-
tion with the government of the Re-
public of the Marshall Islands.

I urge Members to support these im-
portant provisions by voting ‘“‘aye’ on
the legislation.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, let me thank the gentleman
from Maryland for his hard work and
his leadership on this bill.

H.R. 2584 is a noncontroversial piece
of legislation previously passed by the
House on November 21, 2003, that would
convey a decommissioned National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, or NOAA, research vessel, to the
local government of Utrok Atoll lo-
cated in the Republic of the Marshall
Islands. The conveyance of this vessel
will allow more convenient transpor-
tation for the residents of Utrok Atoll
who have to make a 265-mile trip to the
neighboring island of Majuro to receive
testing and critical medical treatments
as a result of the U.S. nuclear testing
program we conducted in the Northern
Marshall Islands between 1946 and 1958.

I commend the Delegate from Amer-
ican Samoa for introducing this legis-
lation to help alleviate the burden
shared by the residents of this very re-
mote atoll in the Pacific Ocean.

H.R. 2584 also contains an important
provision to address procedural lapses
in promotions and appointments with-
in NOAA’s commissioned officer corps.
It is important not to disrupt the
NOAA corps chain of command while
our Nation is at war against terrorism.
This provision should prevent any fu-
ture operational or command dysfunc-
tions from arising, and we should act
expeditiously to pass it.

This legislation as amended by the
other body also contains provisions
passed last year by the House in H.R.
2408 to reauthorize the Fishermen’s
Protective Act and the Yukon River
Salmon Act, and two amendments to
reauthorize and clarify fisheries man-
agement agreements concerning tuna
in the Pacific Ocean. None of these are
controversial.

I urge Members on both sides to sup-
port this legislation.
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Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA), the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. UDALL), and the staff
on both sides of the aisle for helping to
bring this measure to the floor. | hope
for a unanimous vote later on this
afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, 1 include for the
RECORD an exchange of letters between
the chairman of the Committee on
Science and the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources regarding this leg-
islation.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
Washington, DC, March 26, 2004.

Hon. RICHARD W. POMBO,

Chairman, Committee on Resources, House of
Representatives, Longworth House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: | understand that the
House plans to take up H.R. 2584 as amended
by the Senate. Thank you for your support
in having the Committee on Science added
to the list of Committees to which the Utrok
Atoll local government must report after re-
ceipt and use of the decommissioned Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion ship.

The Committee on Science supports pas-
sage of this bill as amended, but wishes to
clarify the Committee’s jurisdiction over the
NOAA Corps. Based on conversations with
the Office of the Parliamentarian, the Com-
mittee on Science understands it would re-
ceive a sequential referral of legislation in-
volving the NOAA Corps.

Recognizing your wish that the House of
Representatives consider this bill as soon as
possible, 1 will not exercise the Committee’s
right to a sequential referral of H.R. 2584
based on the Committee’s jurisdiction over
the NOAA Corps. This decision to forgo a se-
quential referral does not waive the Commit-
tee’s future jurisdiction over the NOAA
Corps.

I ask that you include our exchange of let-
ters on this matter in Congressional Record
during floor consideration of H.R. 2584.

Thank you for your consideration regard-
ing this matter.

Sincerely,
SHERWOOD L. BOEHLERT,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, March 26, 2004.

Hon. SHERWOOD BOEHLERT,

Chairman, Committee on Science,

Rayburn HOB, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 2584, a bill to provide
for the conveyance to the Utrok Atoll local
government of a decommissioned National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
ship, and for other purposes. The Senate has
returned the bill to us with additional provi-
sions and | appreciate your cooperation in
allowing it to be considered expeditiously by
the House of Representatives.

Based on discussions with the Office of the
Parliamentarian, the Committee on Science
would be entitled to a sequential referral of
the portion of the bill containing the text of
S. 886, which was added to H.R. 2584 during
the original Floor consideration of the bill
on November 21, 2003. Because the Com-
mittee on Resources plans to consider S. 886
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only in the context of H.R. 2584, | appreciate
your willingness not to seek a referral of the
amended bill. By doing so, | agree that the
Committee on Science does not waive juris-
diction over this provision, nor does it serve
as precedent for any future referrals. In addi-
tion, | will be happy to include our exchange
of letters on this issue in the Congressional
Record at the appropriate time.

Thank you again for your cooperation on
this and many other issues between our com-
mittees.

Sincerely,
RICHARD W. POMBO.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, again,
| rise in support of H.R. 2584, a bill | intro-
duced to assist our friends from Utrok Atoll as
they continue efforts to resettle and rehabili-
tate their islands as a result of the effects of
the United States nuclear testing in the Re-
public of the Marshall Islands (RMI).

At this time, | would like to thank Chairman
RICHARD PomBO and Ranking Member NicK
RAHALL of the Resources Committee for their
continued support of Pacific Island issues. |
would also like to thank my distinguished col-
leagues and co-sponsors—Congressmen
ANIBAL ACEVEDO-VILA, DAN BURTON, JOHN
DOOLITTLE, ELTON GALLEGLY, JEFF FLAKE, and
Congresswoman MADELEINE BORDALLO.

| would also like to thank members of the
Senate for voting in favor of this legislation.
The purpose of this legislation is to authorize
the Secretary of Commerce to convey a de-
commissioned, operable NOAA vessel to the
Government of Utrok. The vessel will be used
to provide support for radiological monitoring,
rehabilitation and resettlement of Utrok, an
atoll that is part of the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands.

During the 1940s and 50s, many of the Mar-
shall Island atolls were devastated by the ef-
fects of U.S. nuclear testing activities. From
1946 to 1958, the United States detonated 67
nuclear weapons in the Marshall Islands, rep-
resenting nearly 80 percent of all atmospheric
tests ever conducted by the United States. If
one were to calculate the net yield of these
tests, it would be equivalent to the detonation
of 1.7 Hiroshima bombs every day for 12
years.

On March 1, 1954, at 6:45 a.m. at the Bikini
Atoll in the Marshall Islands, the United States
detonated the Bravo shot, a 15 megaton hy-
drogen bomb 1,000 times more powerful than
the bomb dropped on Hiroshima. Acknowl-
edged as the greatest nuclear explosion ever
detonated, the Bravo test vaporized 6 islands
and created a mushroom cloud 25 miles in di-
ameter.

Residents of Utrok atoll were forced to
evacuate 72 hours after the miscalculated
Bravo shot. Two months later, the U.S. as-
sured the people of Utrok that it was safe to
return home. The U.S. now acknowledges that
it was a grave mistake to return the people to
Utrok only 2 months after the detonation of
Bravo.

Utrok residents have since suffered severe
health problems and genetic anomalies.
Today, the people of Utrok are seeking to re-
habilitate their home island so that it is a safe
place to live. Last year, a comprehensive sci-
entific report recommended a potassium fer-
tilizer treatment to accompany the ongoing re-
settlement process on Utrok, a treatment
which would suppress the remaining radio-
active Cesium-137 in the soil and prevent its
further uptake in the food supply.
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In addition, the U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE) concluded a Memorandum of Under-
standing (MOU) with Utrok that committed the
DOE to build a Whole Body Counting (WBC)
facility in order to monitor radioactivity levels in
the people of Utrok. This new facility is located
about 265 miles away in Majuro and will be
used to ensure that the potassium fertilizer re-
gime is effective and the administration of the
fertilizer treatment is done properly.

However, Utrok residents are responsible
for their own transportation to Majuro. Trans-
portation by plane is expensive and available
only once per week. Air service is also unreli-
able as the Utrok runway is in disrepair and
the airline often declines to land. Travel by
commercial ships, although less expensive, is
infrequent.

One solution to help facilitate transport be-
tween Utrok and Majuro is to transfer a de-
commissioned NOAA vessel to the Utrok Atoll
Local Government. In addition to transport of
Utrok residents to the WBC facility, the vessel
will be used for moving several tons of potas-
sium fertilizer, transporting equipment and ma-
terials for radiological remediation, and trans-
porting USDA food supplies. Because of the
Cesium-137 contamination in locally grown
food, at least 50 percent of the diet of Utrok
residents must be imported to limit the risk of
radiological poisoning.

The Utrok Atoll Local Government fully sup-
ports this measure and adopted a resolution
(022—03) on July 4th 2003 stating that the
NOAA vessel transfer would be “one of the
crucial needs that will fully support our future
goals to develop, rehabilitate and resettle the
atoll after the aftermath of the Bravo fallout.”
The Utrok Government also expects the ship
to be available for use by other atolls for their
respective communities, who will help pay for
the ongoing maintenance of the vessel.

As the Ranking Member of the House Inter-
national Relations Subcommittee on Asia and
the Pacific, | am hopeful that this bill will re-
mind Congress of our ongoing responsibility to
the people of RMI for the mistakes the United
States made regarding its nuclear testing ac-
tivities in the Asia Pacific region. Once again,
| thank my colleagues in the House and Sen-
ate for their support and | urge final passage
of this important legislation.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, | yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, |
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
GILCHREST) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ments to the bill, H.R. 2584.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker,
that | demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

on
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 2584, the bill just considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

————

VAUGHN GROSS POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3723) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 8135 Forest Lane in Dallas,
Texas, as the ‘“Vaughn Gross Post Of-
fice Building™.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3723

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. VAUGHN GROSS POST OFFICE BUILD-
ING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 8135
Forest Lane in Dallas, Texas, shall be known
and designated as the ‘““Vaughn Gross Post
Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Vaughn Gross Post Of-
fice Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CARTER) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. DAvVIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CARTER).
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BoozMmAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

On behalf of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform, | am pleased to rise
in support of H.R. 3723. This meaning-
ful legislation designates the Dallas
Postal Service facility as the ‘““Vaughn
Gross Post Office Building.”

Vaughn Gross has spent 35 years edu-
cating children in Texas and more than
30 of those years working in the Rich-
ardson Independent School District
outside of Dallas. She began her career
in the district by teaching special edu-
cation classes at Skyview and Canyon
Creek Elementary Schools in the 1970s.
She later taught second grade students
for 5 years at Northlake Elementary.

Ultimately, Vaughn Gross worked
her way up to become Assistant Prin-
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cipal at Aiken Elementary in 1989. In
1992, she held the same position at
Brenfield Elementary School. A year
later, she was elevated to Principal, a
capacity in which she served for 6
years. In 1999, Vaughn Gross moved
over to Hamilton Park Magnet School
to act as principal there. Today, Ms.
Gross is Assistant Superintendent For
Curriculum and Instruction in the
Richardson School District.

Mr. Speaker, Vaughn Gross is a re-
spected, appreciated leader in the Dal-
las area. She earned a Teacher of the
Year Award from the Richardson Asso-
ciation of Children with Learning Dis-
abilities in 1977 and PTA life member-
ship status in 1999. She is precisely the
type of quality individual after whom
the Congress ought to name post of-
fices in our great Nation.

I commend the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SEssIONS) for introducing
H.R. 3723. | know the gentleman from
Texas genuinely wanted to be present,
and | will be submitting a statement
for the RECORD on behalf of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

Mr. Speaker, | strongly urge every
Member of the House to support H.R.
3723.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, | am pleased to join with my col-
leagues in consideration of H.R. 3723,
legislation naming a postal facility in
Dallas, Texas, after Vaughn Gross. This
measure, which was introduced by the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS)
on January 21, 2004, and unanimously
reported by our committee on March 4,
2004, enjoys the support and cosponsor-
ship of the entire Texas delegation.

A graduate of the University of Texas
with a degree in special education, Mrs.
Gross has dedicated her life to teaching
and working with children with learn-
ing disabilities. Her vast teaching ex-
perience has not gone unnoticed or
unappreciated. Mrs. Gross has won the
distinguished Teacher of the Year from
the Richardson Association of Children
with Learning Disabilities and has
achieved the Parent Teacher Associa-
tion life membership status.

Currently, Mrs. Gross is serving as
the Assistant Superintendent in the
Richardson Independent School Dis-
trict. She is involved in a number of
community organizations such as the
Psychoanalysis Professional Develop-
ment and Appraisal System, the Dis-
trict Instructional Strategies Com-
mittee, the Central Math Textbook
Committee, and the Richardson Inde-
pendent School District Professional
Development Strategic Action Team.

And, finally, Mrs. Gross has received
her school district’s Silver Cup Award
for Community on Campus and has
been nominated for the YMCA Women
of Achievement Award.

Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that Mrs.
Gross has a distinguished record of
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community service, and although it is
oftentimes unusual while people are
still available to achieve these kinds of
recognitions to see that the people of
her community and that the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS), her rep-
resentative in Congress, thinks enough
of her dedication to name this postal
facility in her honor, I am pleased to
join with him and urge swift adoption
of this measure.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to pay tribute to an exceptional educator in the
32nd Congressional District of Texas with this
legislation H.R. 3723, “To designate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service located
at 8135 Forest Lane in Dallas, Texas, as the
‘Vaughn Gross Post Office Building.””

| am pleased to honor Vaughn Gross with
the naming of this post office. It is a fitting trib-
ute to a career educator who has served chil-
dren with special needs and disabilities with
excellence and distinction.

As a father of a child with special needs, |
know firsthand that it takes an extraordinary
person to educate children with disabilities. It
requires both love and passion to be able to
accomplish this tough task, and | admire Mrs.
Gross for her drive and determination to im-
prove the lives of children with disabilities.

Vaughn Gross began her career in edu-
cation 36 years ago as an innovative class-
room teacher for children with special needs
and disabilities at Wooten Elementary School
in Austin, Texas. For the past 30 years, she
has served with the Richardson Independent
School District. From 1993 until 1999, Mrs.
Gross held the position of Principal of
Brentfield Elementary School. From 1999 until
2003, she was the Principal of Hamilton Park
Pacesetter Magnet School. Mrs. Gross cur-
rently serves as the Assistant Superintendent
for Curriculum and Instruction.

Few in school administrations come from
special education backgrounds, so it is notable
that Mrs. Gross has been able to continue her
commitment to improving special education as
she transitioned from the classroom into her
current administrative position.

All too often, we as a society do not give
the appropriate recognition to dedicated teach-
ers who go above and beyond the call of duty
to educate those children with disabilities and
special needs. Mrs. Gross has dedicated her
life to furthering the education of the countless
children who have benefited from her years of
experience.

| believe that this legislation not only honors
Mrs. Gross, but also pays a fitting tribute to
the scores of educators in Texas and through-
out the country who specialize in teaching our
children with disabilities and special needs.

In addition to teaching her students, Mrs.
Gross has made tremendous efforts to share
her successful techniques with other edu-
cators in Texas to help improve the teaching
of students outside of her home school district.
| have always been impressed with her abili-
ties, and | sincerely wish her all the best as
she continues her career with the Richardson
Independent School District.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
3723. 1 have no further requests for
time, and | yield back the balance of
my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3723.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———————

MAXINE S. POSTAL UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3917) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 695 Marconi Boulevard in
Copiague, New York, as the ‘“Maxine S.
Postal United States Post Office”.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3917

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. MAXINE S. POSTAL UNITED STATES
POST OFFICE.
@

DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 695
Marconi Boulevard in Copiague, New York,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Max-
ine S. Postal United States Post Office”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Maxine S. Postal
United States Post Office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CARTER) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. DAvVIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CARTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3917, introduced by
the distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL), designates the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service
located at 695 Marconi Boulevard in
Copiague, New York, as the ‘“Maxine S.
Postal United States Post Office Build-
ing.”

Since first being elected in 1987, Max-
ine Postal was an esteemed member of
the Suffolk County Legislature in New
York. There is little question that she
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was an effective public servant and re-
spected across political party lines. Her
hallmarks in the legislature included
fighting for tax relief, promoting com-
munity recycling programs, and revi-
talizing area recreation centers for
citizens of Suffolk County.

Outside of her work in the legisla-
ture, her community contributions in-
cluded serving as treasurer of the Am-
ityville Board of Education and found-
ing a library and a local soccer league.

Mr. Speaker, one cannot capture the
worth of a local leader like Maxine
Postal in a mere list of accomplish-
ments. That is why | am pleased that
enactment of this legislation will im-
mortalize her legacy by naming a post
office after her in the town she rep-
resented in the county legislature.

Mr. Speaker, Maxine Postal sadly
passed away on New Year’s Day, 2004,
succumbing to a rare brain disorder
known as CJD. She had announced her
resignation from the legislature just
days before she died. Maxine Postal
was a valued public servant who is
most deserving of this post office com-
memoration.

I thank the gentleman from New
York for advancing this legislation
through the Committee on Government
Reform to the House floor for consider-
ation today. | urge all Members to sup-

port H.R. 3917 that honors Maxine
Postal.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as |1 may con-
sume.

As a member of the House Committee
on Government Reform, I am pleased
to join with my colleague in the con-
sideration of H.R. 3917, legislation
naming a postal facility in Copiague,
New York, after Maxine Postal. This
measure, which was introduced by the
gentleman from New York (Mr. ISRAEL)
on March 9, 2004, and unanimously re-
ported by our committee on March 18,
2004, enjoys the support and cosponsor-
ship of the entire New York delegation.

Maxine Postal was born in Brooklyn,
New York, in 1942. She grew up in
Brooklyn, was educated in Brooklyn,
and taught school in Brooklyn. In 1968,
she opened the Busy Bee Nursery
School and Kindergarten in Brooklyn,
New York. Mrs. Postal used her vast
teaching experience and expertise to
serve as president of the Hauppauge L.i-
brary Board and later as president of
the Amityville Board of Education.

In the late 1980s, Mrs. Postal was
elected to the Suffolk County Legisla-
ture where she served for 15 years until
her death of Creutzfeldt-Jakob, a rare
brain disorder, on New Year’s Day at a
hospice on West Palm Beach, Florida.

While an active member of the coun-
ty legislature, Mrs. Postal was a liberal
Democrat, | like that, dedicated to im-
proving the lives of those in her com-
munity. She was a tireless advocate for
the homeless, the downtrodden, and
the poor, using her position on the so-
cial services committee to better living
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conditions for those living on the
streets. She was a woman of the people
who fought for everyone and cham-
pioned the rights of all to live free
from discrimination and oppression.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join the
sponsor in honoring the life of Maxine
Postal and pleased that we are seeking
to remember her good works, her good
deeds, her advocacy for the poor, the
downtrodden, those who are oftentimes
forgotten. So it is my pleasure to urge
swift passage of this resolution.

| know that the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL) had wanted to be
present but could not make it, and I
wanted to indicate that so that, as
sponsor of this legislation, his name is
listed in the RECORD as individuals
pick up the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and
see or read the proceedings.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
first begin by thanking the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. DAvIS), the Gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN) and all members of the
Committee of Government Reform for report-
ing H.R. 3917 so promptly.

| also thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) and the gentleman from lllinois (Mr.
DAvis) for managing debate on this bill that
honors former Suffolk County Presiding Officer
Maxine S. Postal, who died so tragically this
past January after a courageous battle with
the rare brain disorder Creutzfeld-Jakob.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to ask Members to
support H.R. 3917, a bill | introduced that des-
ignates the Copiague, New York post office as
the Maxine S. Postal United States Post Of-
fice.

The speed this legislation moved through
the House is a tribute to the great respect and
admiration held for Maxine Postal. She was a
good friend and wonderful public servant.

Maxine was born in Brooklyn, New York on
November 24, 1942. She graduated from
Brooklyn College, achieving a master’s degree
in fine arts.

For the past three decades, Maxine served
her Long Island community with distinction
and tireless dedication.

| had the honor of first knowing Maxine and
working with her in 1987, when she became
the first woman to represent the 15th Legisla-
tive District in Suffolk County.

Maxine achieved many legislative accom-
plishments, including efforts to protect the en-
vironment through recycling and preserving
open space, ease the tax burden, ensure ac-
cess to better health care and treatment, and
work to revitalize and beautify community cen-
ters.

She never stopped fighting for the best in-
terests of the people she represented, the
working families of Suffolk County.

Maxine died on New Years Day, a few
weeks after being diagnosed with Creutzfeld-
Jakob Disease. CJD is an extremely rare brain
disorder, affecting only one person in a million.

Maxine was diagnosed with the sporadic
form, which is not associated with contami-
nated beef like the variant form. In most
cases, CJD causes the rapid development of
neurological and neuro-muscular symptoms
and often proves fatal in less than a year after
the disorder becomes apparent.

To those of us who knew Maxine, we will
remember her bravery and courageous battle
against this fatal disease.
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We will continue to miss her, but will always
be inspired by her leadership. She had an un-
paralleled ability to stand firmly on principle
while bringing diverse views together in bipar-
tisan coalitions that moved Suffolk County for-
ward.

Franky, not just Suffolk Country but New
York and our country could use more elected
officials like Maxine Postal. She is a model of
what a public servant can and should be.

The Maxine S. Postal United States Post
Office will serve as a lasting tribute to her
many years of public service and her invalu-
able impact on Suffolk County. So that years
from now, a new generation of Long Islanders
will cherish her service and honor her mem-
ory.

She was an extraordinary New Yorker, a
proud American and a vital member of our
community.

| ask for my colleagues’ unanimous support
of H.R. 3917 in honor of Maxine S. Postal's
bravery and outstanding accomplishments.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
have no further requests for time, and
| yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, | urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
3917. Mr. Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3917.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, on that |
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 29 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m. today.

[J 1830
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CULBERSON) at 6 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3966, ROTC AND MILITARY
RECRUITER EQUAL ACCESS TO
CAMPUS ACT OF 2004

Mrs. MYRICK, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-451) on the resolution (H.
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Res. 580) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 3966) to amend title 10,
United States Code, and the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to improve the
ability of the Department of Defense to
establish and maintain Senior Reserve
Officer Training Corps units at institu-
tions of higher education, to improve
the ability of students to participate in
Senior ROTC programs, and to ensure
that institutions of higher education
provide military recruiters entry to
campuses and access to students that
is at least equal in quality and scope to
that provided to any other employer,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

————

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR
2005

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the Senate concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 95) setting
forth the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal
year 2005 and including the appropriate
budgetary levels for fiscal years 2006
through 2009, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON.) Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from lowa?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows:

S. CoN. REs. 95

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE
BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005.

(a) DECLARATION.—Congress declares that
this resolution is the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2005 including
the appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal
years 2006 through 2009 as authorized by sec-
tion 301 of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974 (2 U.S.C. 632).

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this concurrent resolution is as fol-
lows:

Sec. 1. Concurrent resolution on the budget
for fiscal year 2005.
TITLE I—LEVELS AND AMOUNTS
Sec. 101. Recommended levels and amounts.
. 102. Social security.
Sec. 103. Major functional categories.

TITLE II—RECONCILIATION
201. Reconciliation in the Senate.
TITLE I1I—RESERVE FUNDS AND

ADJUSTMENTS

Subtitle A—Reserve Funds

Reserve fund for health insurance
for the uninsured.

Reserve fund for higher education.

Reserve for energy legislation.

Reserve fund for guard and reserve
health care.

Reserve fund for Montgomery Gl
bill benefits.

Reserve for funding of Hope Credit.

Reserve fund for expansion of pedi-
atric vaccine distribution pro-
gram.

Reserve fund for addressing minor-
ity health disparities.

Sec. 309. Reserve for postal service reform.
Subtitle B—Adjustments With Respect to
Discretionary Spending
Sec. 311. Adjustment for surface transpor-

tation.

Sec.

Sec. 301.
302.
303.
304.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 305.

306.
307.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 308.
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Sec. 312. Supplemental appropriations for
Iraq and related activities for
fiscal year 2005.

Sec. 313. Adjustment for wildland fire sup-
pression.

Sec. 314. Reserve fund for eliminating sur-
vivor benefit plan-social secu-
rity offset.

TITLE IV—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT
Sec. 401. Restrictions on advance appropria-

tions.

Sec. 402. Extension of emergency rule in the
Senate.

Sec. 403. Discretionary spending limits in
the Senate.

Sec. 404. Scoring rules.

Sec. 405. Adjustments to reflect changes in
concepts and definitions.

Sec. 406. Application and effect of changes
in allocations and aggregates.

Sec. 407. Exercise of rulemaking powers.

Sec. 408. Pay-as-you-go point of order in the
Senate.

TITLE V—SENSE OF THE SENATE

Sec. 501. Sense of the Senate on budget proc-
ess reform.

Sec. 502. Sense of the Senate on budget proc-
ess reform with regard to the
creation of bipartisan commis-
sions to combat waste, fraud,
and abuse and to promote
spending efficiency.

Sec. 503. Sense of the Senate on the rela-
tionship between annual deficit
spending and increases in debt
service costs.

Sec. 504. Sense of the Senate regarding the
costs of the medicare prescrip-
tion drug program.

Sec. 505. Sense of the Senate regarding pay
parity.

Sec. 506. Sense of the Senate on returning
stability to payments under
medicare physician fee sched-
ule.

Sec. 507. Sense of the Senate regarding the
use of Federal funds to support
American companies and Amer-
ican workers.

Sec. 508. Sense of the Senate regarding clos-
ing the ““tax gap”’.

Sec. 509. Sense of the Senate amendment on
drug comparativeness studies.

Sec. 510. Sense of the Senate regarding fund-
ing for port security.

Sec. 511. Sense of the Senate regarding trib-
al colleges and universities.

Sec. 512. Findings and sense of the Senate.

Sec. 513. Sense of the Senate supporting
funding restoration for agri-
culture research and extension.

Sec. 514. Reserve fund for Homeland Secu-
rity Grant Program, assistance
to firefighter grants, and port
security grants.

Sec. 515. State Homeland Security Grant
Program.

Sec. 516. Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

Sec. 517. Sense of the Senate concerning a
National Animal Identification
Program.

Sec. 518. Sense of the Senate regarding con-
tributions to The Global Fund
to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis,
and Malaria.

Sec. 519. Sense of the Senate concerning
child nutrition funding.

Sec. 520. Sense of the Senate regarding com-
pensation for exposure to toxic
substances at the Department
of Energy.

Sec. 521. Sense of the Senate regarding tax
incentives for certain rural
communities.

Sec. 522. Sense of the Senate concerning
summer food pilot projects.

TITLE I—LEVELS AND AMOUNTS
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND
AMOUNTS.

The following budgetary levels are appro-
priate for the fiscal years 2005 through 2009:

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.—For purposes of
the enforcement of this resolution—

(A) The recommended levels of Federal
revenues are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $1,453,714,000,000.
Fiscal year 2006: $1,615,655,000,000.
Fiscal year 2007: $1,730,119,000,000.
Fiscal year 2008: $1,822,516,000,000.
Fiscal year 2009: $1,925,154,000,000.

(B) The amounts by which the aggregate
levels of Federal revenues should be changed
are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: —$23,420,000,000.
Fiscal year 2006: —$38,526,000,000.
Fiscal year 2007: —$24,825,000,000.
Fiscal year 2008: —$23,274,000,000.
Fiscal year 2009: —$27,906,000,000.

(2) NEwW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—For purposes
of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap-
propriate levels of total new budget author-
ity are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $1,958,150,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $2,072,497,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $2,187,109,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $2,294,017,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $2,397,359,000,000.

(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.—For purposes of the
enforcement of this resolution, the appro-
priate levels of total budget outlays are as
follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $1,968,807,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $2,061,467,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $2,161,380,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $2,263,755,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $2,363,932,000,000.

(4) DEFICITS.—For purposes of the enforce-
ment of this resolution, the amounts of the
deficits are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: —$515,093,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: —$445,812,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: —$431,261,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: —$441,239,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: —$438,778,000,000.

(5) DEBT SUBJECT TO LIMIT.—The appro-
priate levels of the public debt are as fol-
lows:

Fiscal year 2005: $8,052,710,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $8,624,516,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $9,178,616,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $9,742,730,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $10,308,215,000,000.

(6) DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC.—The appro-
priate levels of the debt held by the public
are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $4,741,120,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $5,009,410,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $5,247,139,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $5,479,268,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $5,696,111,000,000.

SEC. 102. SOCIAL SECURITY.

(a) SOCIAL SECURITY REVENUES.—For pur-
poses of Senate enforcement under sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, the amounts of revenues of the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust
Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance
Trust Fund are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $572,314,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $600,902,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $629,333,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $658,731,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $689,620,000,000.

(b) SociAL SECURITY OUTLAYS.—For pur-
poses of Senate enforcement under sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, the amounts of outlays of the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust
Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance
Trust Fund are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005: $396,159,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006: $406,390,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007: $419,424,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008: $433,487,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009: $450,288,000,000.

(c) SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES.—In the Senate, the amounts of new
budget authority and budget outlays of the
Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance
Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insur-
ance Trust Fund for administrative expenses
are as follows:

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $4,249,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $4,264,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $4,352,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $4,335,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $4,477,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $4,457,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $4,617,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $4,594,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $4,762,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $4,738,000,000.

SEC. 103. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES.

Congress determines and declares that the
appropriate levels of new budget authority,
budget outlays, new direct loan obligations,
and new primary loan guarantee commit-
ments for fiscal years 2005 through 2009 for
each major functional category are:

(1) National Defense (050):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $422,157,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $449,442,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $445,708,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $442,157,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $456,148,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $441,732,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $467,482,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $451,564,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $479,494,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $463,106,000,000.

(2) International Affairs (150):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $31,970,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $34,032,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $34,855,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $33,192,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $35,499,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $31,746,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $35,856,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $31,640,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $35,912,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $32,059,000,000.

(3) General Science, Space, and Technology
(250):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $24,278,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $23,752,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $25,412,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $24,863,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $26,269,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $25,613,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $26,499,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $25,914,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $26,547,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $26,095,000,000.

(4) Energy (270):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $1,093,000,000.

(B) Outlays, —$546,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $2,762,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $1,653,000,000.
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Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $2,781,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $1,214,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $2,501,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $601,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $2,082,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $718,000,000.

(5) Natural Resources and Environment
(300):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $36,160,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $31,191,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $32,909,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $33,529,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $32,895,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $34,099,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $32,825,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $33,879,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $33,523,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $33,974,000,000.

(6) Agriculture (350):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $21,746,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $20,976,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $23,806,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $22,574,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $24,698,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $23,509,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $24,604,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $23,483,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $25,563,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $24,623,000,000.

(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $7,864,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $2,935,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $8,041,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $2,593,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $9,141,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $3,406,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $9,336,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $2,550,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $9,826,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $2,766,000,000.

(8) Transportation (400):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $69,985,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $68,390,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $70,923,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $70,998,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $71,428,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $72,207,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $71,760,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $72,571,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $72,241,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $72,597,000,000.

(9) Community and Regional Development
(450):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $13,897,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $14,986,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $13,682,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $15,220,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $13,851,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $14,321,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $13,979,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $13,818,000,000.
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Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $14,150,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $13,913,000,000.

(10) Education, Training, Employment, and
Social Services (500):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $100,414,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $89,304,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $95,314,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $94,577,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $95,628,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $93,799,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $95,858,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $94,262,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $96,168,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $94,684,000,000.

(11) Health (550):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $252,299,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $247,712,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $254,677,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $255,618,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $267,998,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $27,754,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $286,815,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $286,525,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $307,860,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $305,533,000,000.

(12) Medicare (570):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $287,513,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $288,654,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $322,517,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $322,035,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $361,999,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $362,277,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $386,753,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $386,795,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $412,922,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $412,515,000,000.

(13) Income Security (600):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $337,868,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $342,111,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $343,354,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $346,782,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $348,271,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $350,920,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $361,670,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $363,674,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $371,602,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $373,123,000,000.

(14) Social Security (650):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $15,214,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $15,214,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $16,779,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $16,779,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $18,269,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $18,269,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $20,218,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $20,218,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $22,229,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $22,229,000,000.

(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $71,546,000,000.

(B) Outlays, $70,159,000,000.
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Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $68,196,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $67,731,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $66,209,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $65,834,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $69,326,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $69,132,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $69,888,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $69,660,000,000.

(16) Administration of Justice (750):
Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $41,841,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $40,727,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $39,490,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $40,336,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $40,099,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $40,462,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $40,870,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $40,873,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $41,206,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $41,228,000,000.

(17) General Government (800):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $16,182,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $16,742,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $17,503,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $17,110,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $17,611,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $17,245,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $17,190,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $16,878,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $17,256,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $16,763,000,000.

(18) Net Interest (900):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, $270,115,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $270,115,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, $317,196,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $317,196,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, $361,739,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $361,739,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, $394,951,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $394,951,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, $422,613,000,000.
(B) Outlays, $422,613,000,000.

(19) Allowances (920):

Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, —$11,486,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$4,584,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, —$779,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$3,627,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, —$987,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$2,329,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, —$993,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$2,091,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, —$998,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$1,542,000,000.

(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950):
Fiscal year 2005:

(A) New budget authority, —$52,505,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$52,505,000,000.

Fiscal year 2006:

(A) New budget authority, —$59,848,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$59,848,000,000.

Fiscal year 2007:

(A) New budget authority, —$62,437,000,000.
(B) Outlays, —$62,437,000,000.

Fiscal year 2008:

(A) New budget authority, —$63,482,000,000.
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(B) Outlays, —$63,482,000,000.

Fiscal year 2009:

(A) New budget authority, —$62,725,000,000.

(B) Outlays, —$62,725,000,000.

TITLE II—RECONCILIATION
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION IN THE SENATE.

(a) TAX RELIEF.—The Senate Committee on
Finance shall report a reconciliation bill not
later than September 30, 2004, that consists
of changes in laws within its jurisdiction suf-
ficient to reduce revenues by not more than
$12,311,000,000 for fiscal year 2005 and
$80,642,000,000 for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009, and to increase outlays by
not more than $2,000,000,000 for the period of
fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

(b) INCREASE IN STATUTORY DEBT LIMIT.—
The Committee on Finance shall report a
reconciliation bill not later than September
30, 2004, that consists solely of changes in
laws within its jurisdiction to increase the
statutory debt limit by $664,028,000,000.

TITLE III—RESERVE FUNDS AND
ADJUSTMENTS
Subtitle A—Reserve Funds
SEC. 301. RESERVE FUND FOR HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE FOR THE UNINSURED.

If the Committee on Finance or the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions of the Senate reports a bill or joint
resolution, or an amendment thereto is of-
fered or a conference report thereon is sub-
mitted, that provides health insurance or ex-
pands access to care for the uninsured (in-
cluding a measure providing for tax deduc-
tions for the purchase of health insurance or
other measures) and including legislation to
reallocate and maintain expiring SCHIP
funds rather than allowing such funds to re-
vert to the Treasury, increases access to
health insurance through lowering costs, and
does not increase the costs of current health
insurance coverage, the chairman of the
Committee on the Budget may revise alloca-
tions of new budget authority and outlays,
the revenue aggregates, and other appro-
priate aggregates to reflect such legislation,
provided that such legislation would not in-
crease the deficit for fiscal year 2005 and for
the period of fiscal years 2005 through 2009.
SEC. 302. RESERVE FUND FOR HIGHER EDU-

CATION.

If the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate reports a
bill or joint resolution, or if an amendment
thereto is offered or a conference report
thereon is submitted, that provides, funding
for—

(1) the reauthorization of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget may revise committee
allocations for that committee and other ap-
propriate budgetary aggregates and alloca-
tions of new budget authority and outlays by
the amount provided by that measure for
that purpose, but not to exceed $1,000,000,000
in new budget authority and $1,000,000,000 in
outlays for fiscal year 2005, $5,000,000,000 in
new budget authority and $5,000,000,000 in
outlays for the period of fiscal years 2005
through 2009; and

(2) a measure that eliminates the accumu-
lated shortfall of budget authority resulting
from insufficient appropriations of discre-
tionary new budget authority previously en-
acted for the Federal Pell Grant Program for
awards made through award year 2004-2005,
the chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et may revise the committee allocation and
other appropriate budgetary aggregates by
the amount provided by that measure for
that purpose, but not to exceed $3,700,000,000
in new budget authority only for fiscal year
2005.

SEC. 303. RESERVE FOR ENERGY LEGISLATION.

If a measure, predominately within the ju-

risdiction of the Committee on Energy and
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Natural Resources of the Senate (including a
bill or joint resolution, an amendment or a
conference report), is considered in the Sen-
ate that provides for a national energy pol-
icy and does not reduce revenues by more
than $1,785,000,000 in 2005 and $15,092,000,000
for the period of fiscal years 2005 through

2009, the chairman of the Committee on the

Budget may revise committee allocations for

that committee and other appropriate budg-

etary aggregates and allocation of new budg-
et authority and outlays by the amount pro-
vided by that measure for that purpose, but
not to exceed $261,000,000 in new budget au-
thority and $221,000,000 in outlays for fiscal
year 2005 and $1,465,000,000 in new budget au-
thority and $1,465,000,000 in outlays for the

period of fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

SEC. 304. RESERVE FUND FOR GUARD AND RE-
SERVE HEALTH CARE.

If the Committee on Armed Services or the
Committee on Appropriations reports a bill
or joint resolution, or an amendment thereto
is offered or a conference report thereon is
submitted that expands access to health care
for members of the reserve component, the
Chairman of the Committee on the Budget
may revise allocations of new budget author-
ity and outlays, the revenue aggregates,
other appropriate aggregates, and the discre-
tionary spending limits to reflect such legis-
lation, providing that such legislation—

(1) would not increase the deficit for fiscal
year 2005 and for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009, or would offset such deficit
increases through reduction of unobligated
balances from lIragi reconstruction; and

(2) does not exceed $5,600,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

SEC. 305. RESERVE FUND FOR MONTGOMERY GI
BILL BENEFITS.

If the Committee on Armed Services or the
Committee on Appropriations reports a bill
or joint resolution, or an amendment thereto
is offered or a conference report thereon is
submitted, that increases benefit levels
under the Montgomery GI Bill for members
of the Selected Reserves, the Chairman of
the Committee on the Budget may revise al-
locations of new budget authority and out-
lays, the revenue aggregates, other appro-
priate aggregates, and the discretionary
spending limits to reflect such legislation,
providing that such legislation—

(1) would not increase the deficit for fiscal
year 2005 and for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009; and

(2) does not exceed $1,200,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

SEC. 306. RESERVE FOR FUNDING OF HOPE
CREDIT.

If the Committee on Finance of the Senate
reports a bill or joint resolution, or an
amendment thereto is offered or a con-
ference report thereon is submitted, that in-
creases the Hope credit to $4,000, makes the
credit available for 4 years, and makes the
credit refundable, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget may revise committee
allocations for the Committee on Finance
and other appropriate budgetary aggregates
and allocations of new budget authority and
outlays by the amount provided by that
measure for that purpose, if it would not in-
crease the deficit for fiscal year 2005 or for
the total of fiscal years 2005 though 2009.

SEC. 307. RESERVE FUND FOR EXPANSION OF PE-
DIATRIC VACCINE DISTRIBUTION
PROGRAM.

If the Committee on Finance of the Senate
reports a bill or joint resolution, or an
amendment thereto is offered or a con-
ference report thereon is submitted, that ex-
pands the pediatric vaccine distribution pro-
gram established under section 1928 of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396s) to in-
clude coverage for children administered a
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vaccine at a public health clinic or Indian
clinic and repeals the price cap for pre-1993
vaccines, the chairman of the Committee on
the Budget may revise allocations of new
budget authority and outlays, the revenue
aggregates, and other appropriate aggregates
to reflect such legislation, provided that
such legislation would not increase the def-
icit for fiscal year 2005 and for the period of
fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

SEC. 308. RESERVE FUND FOR ADDRESSING MI-

NORITY HEALTH DISPARITIES.

If the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate reports a bill or joint resolution, or
an amendment thereto is offered or a con-
ference report thereon is submitted, that ad-
dresses minority health disparities through
activities including those at the HHS Office
of Minority Health, the Office of Civil
Rights, the National Center on Minority
Health and Health Disparities, the Minority
HIV/AIDS initiative, health professions
training, and through the Racial and Ethnic
Approaches to Community Health at the
Centers for Disease Control and provides not
to exceed $400,000,000 in new budget author-
ity for fiscal year 2005, the chairman of the
Committee on the Budget may revise alloca-
tions of new budget authority and outlays
and other appropriate aggregates to reflect
such legislation, provided that such legisla-
tion would not increase the deficit for fiscal
year 2005 and for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009.

SEC. 309. RESERVE FOR POSTAL SERVICE RE-
FORM.

If the Committee on Governmental Affairs
of the Senate reports a bill or joint resolu-
tion, or an amendment thereto is offered or
a conference report thereon is submitted,
that reforms the United States Postal Serv-
ice to improve its economic viability, the
Chairman of the Committee on the Budget
may revise committee allocations for the
Committee on Governmental Affairs and
other appropriate budgetary aggregates and
allocations of new budget authority and out-
lays by the amount provided by that meas-
ure for that purpose, if that measure would
not increase the deficit for fiscal year 2005
and for the period of fiscal years 2005 though
2009.

Subtitle B—Adjustments With Respect to

Discretionary Spending
SEC. 311. ADJUSTMENT FOR SURFACE TRANS-
PORTATION.

(@) IN GENERAL.—If the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House or the Committee on Environment
and Public Works, the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs, or the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate reports a bill or joint
resolution, or if an amendment thereto is of-
fered or a conference report thereon is sub-
mitted, that provides new budget authority
for the budget accounts or portions thereof
in the highway and transit categories as de-
fined in subparagraphs (B) and (C) of section
250(c)(4) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 in excess
of—

(1) for fiscal year 2005, $41,772,000,000; or

(2) for fiscal years 2005 through 2009,
$207,293,000,000;
the chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et may adjust the appropriate budget aggre-
gates and increase the allocation of new
budget authority to such committee for fis-
cal year 2005 and for the period of fiscal
years 2005 through 2009 to the extent such ex-
cess is offset by an increase in net new user-
fee receipts related to the purposes of the
highway trust fund that are appropriated to
such fund for the applicable fiscal year
caused by such legislation. In the Senate,
any increase in receipts shall be reported
from the Committee on Finance.
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(b) ADJUSTMENT FOR OUTLAYS.—(1) For fis-
cal year 2005, in the Senate, if a bill or joint
resolution is reported, or if an amendment
thereto is offered or a conference report
thereon is submitted, that changes obliga-
tion limitations such that the total limita-
tions are in excess of $40,600,000,000 for fiscal
year 2005, for programs, projects, and activi-
ties within the highway and transit cat-
egories as defined in subparagraphs (B) and
(C) of section 250(c)(4) of the Balanced Budg-
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985
and if legislation has been enacted that sat-
isfies the conditions set forth in subsection
(a) for such fiscal year, the appropriate
chairman of the Committee on the Budget
may increase the allocation of outlays and
appropriate aggregates for such fiscal year
for the committee reporting such measure by
the amount of outlays that corresponds to
such excess obligation limitations, but not
to exceed the amount of such excess that was
offset in 2005 pursuant to subsection (a).

(2) For fiscal year 2006, in the Senate, if a
bill or joint resolution is reported, or if an
amendment thereto is offered or a con-
ference report thereon is submitted, that
changes obligation limitations such that the
total limitations are in excess of
$40,621,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, for pro-
grams, projects, and activities within the
highway and transit categories as defined in
subparagraphs (B) and (C) of section 250(c)(4)
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985 and if legislation has
been enacted that satisfies the conditions set
forth in subsection (a) for such fiscal year,
the chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et may increase the allocation of outlays and
appropriate aggregates for such fiscal year
for the committee reporting such measure by
the amount of outlays that corresponds to
such excess obligation limitations, but not
to exceed the amount of such excess that was
offset in 2006 pursuant to subsection (a).

SEC. 312. SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR
IRAQ AND RELATED ACTIVITIES FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2005.

If the President transmits a budget request
for additional resources for activities in Iraq
and Afghanistan and if the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate reports legisla-
tion providing additional discretionary ap-
propriations in excess of the levels assumed
in this resolution for defense-related activi-
ties for fiscal year 2005, the chairman of the
Committee on the Budget may revise the al-
location (and all other appropriate levels and
aggregates set out in this resolution) for
that committee for such purpose but not to
exceed: $30,000,000,000 in new budget author-
ity for fiscal year 2005 and the outlays that
flow therefrom.

SEC. 313. ADJUSTMENT FOR WILDLAND FIRE
SUPPRESSION.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Due to the expansion of the wildland
urban interface, severe drought conditions in
many regions of the country, and the poor
health of the Nation’s forests and range-
lands, the Forest Service and Department of
the Interior regularly spend more than the
amount appropriated for fire suppression,
and then borrow from other accounts to pay
for fire suppression.

(2) This borrowing has a negative effect on
many Forest Service and Department of the
Interior programs.

(3) This resolution provides an amount
equal to the 10-year average for fire suppres-
sion in fiscal year 2005.

(4) The Senate recommends that the Forest
Service and the Department of the Interior
address cost containment within the fire
suppression account, and report to Congress
regarding how funds appropriated pursuant
to this section are used.
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(b) CAP ADJUSTMENT.—

(1) DEFINITION.—For this subsection, the
term ‘“‘base amount’’ refers to the average of
the obligations of the preceding 10 years for
wildfire suppression in the Forest Service
and the Department of the Interior, cal-
culated as of the date of the applicable year’s
budget request is submitted by the President
to Congress.

(2) ADJUSTMENTS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2005 AND
2006.—If the amount appropriated for
Wildland Fire Suppression in a fiscal year is
not less than the base amount, then the
chairman of the Committee on the Budget
may adjust the appropriate allocations and
other budgetary levels in the most recently
agreed to concurrent resolution on the budg-
et for any bill, joint resolution, amendment,
motion, or conference report that provides
additional funding for wildland fire suppres-
sion, but not to exceed—

(A) for the Forest Service—

(i) for fiscal year 2005, $400,000,000; and

(ii) for fiscal year 2006, $400,000,000; and

(B) for the Department of the Interior—

(i) for fiscal year 2005, $100,000,000; and

(ii) for fiscal year 2006, $100,000,000.

(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004.—If
additional funding for wildland fire suppres-
sion for fiscal year 2004 is provided in a bill,
joint resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report, then the chairman of the
Committee on the Budget may determine
that such amounts shall not be counted for
the purposes of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974 and this resolution, provided that
such amounts do not exceed—

(A) for the Forest Service, for fiscal year
2004, $400,000,000; and

(B) for the Department of the Interior, for
fiscal year 2004, $100,000,000.

SEC. 314. RESERVE FUND FOR ELIMINATING SUR-
VIVOR BENEFIT PLAN-SOCIAL SECU-
RITY OFFSET.

If the Committee on Armed Services or the
Committee on Appropriations reports a bill
or joint resolution, or an amendment thereto
is offered or a conference report thereon is
submitted, that provides for an increase to
the minimum Survivor Benefit Plan basic
annuity for surviving spouses age 62 and
older, the Chairman of the Committee on the
Budget shall revise the aggregates, func-
tional totals, allocations, discretionary caps,
and other appropriate levels and limits in
this resolution by up to $2,757,000,000 in budg-
et authority and $2,757,000,000 in outlays over
the total of fiscal years 2005 through 2009.

TITLE IV—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT
SEC. 401. RESTRICTIONS ON ADVANCE APPRO-
PRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), it shall not be in order in the
Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution,
motion, amendment, or conference report
that would provide an advance appropria-
tion.

(b) AcCcouNTs.—AnNn advance appropriation
may be provided for fiscal years 2006 and 2007
for programs, projects, activities, or ac-
counts identified in the joint explanatory
statement of managers accompanying this
resolution under the heading ‘Accounts
Identified for Advance Appropriations’ in an

aggregate amount not to exceed
$23,158,000,000 in new budget authority in
each year.

(c) POINT OF ORDER.—

(1) WAIVER.—INn the Senate, subsection (a)
may be waived or suspended only by an af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem-
bers, duly chosen and sworn. An affirmative
vote of three-fifths of the Members of the
Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be re-
quired to sustain an appeal of the ruling of
the Chair on a point of order raised under
subsection (a).
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(2) PROCEDURE.—A point of order under
subsection (a) may be raised by a Senator as
provided in section 313(e) of Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

(3) CONFERENCE REPORT.—If a point of order
is sustained under subsection (a) against a
conference report in the Senate, the report
shall be disposed of as provided in section
313(d) of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974.

(d) ADVANCE APPROPRIATION.—IN this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘advance appropriation”
means any discretionary new budget author-
ity in a bill or joint resolution—

(1) making general appropriations or con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year 2005
that first becomes available for any fiscal
year after 2005; or

(2) making general appropriations or con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year 2006
that first becomes available for any fiscal
year after 2006.

SEC. 402. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY RULE IN
THE SENATE.

Section 502(c) of H. Con. Res. 95 (108th
Cong., 1st. Sess.) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(c) IN THE SENATE.—

““(1) AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE.—In the Sen-
ate, with respect to a provision of direct
spending or receipts legislation or appropria-
tions for discretionary accounts that the
President designates as an emergency re-
quirement and that Congress so designates
in such measure, the amounts of new budget
authority, outlays, and receipts in all fiscal
years resulting from that provision shall be
treated as an emergency requirement for the
purpose of this section.

““(2) EXEMPTION OF EMERGENCY PROVI-
SIONS.—In the Senate, any new budget au-
thority, outlays, and receipts resulting from
any provision designated as an emergency
requirement, pursuant to this section, in any
bill, joint resolution, amendment, or con-
ference report shall not count for purposes of
sections 302, 303, 311, and 401 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 and any concurrent
resolution on the budget.

““(3) DESIGNATIONS.—

““(A) GUIDANCE.—In the Senate, if a provi-
sion of legislation is designated as an emer-
gency requirement under this section, the
committee report and any statement of man-
agers accompanying that legislation shall
include an explanation of the manner in
which the provision meets the criteria in
subparagraph (B).

“(B) CRITERIA.—

“(i) IN GENERAL.—ANYy such provision is an
emergency requirement if the situation ad-
dressed by such provision is—

“(1) necessary, essential,
merely useful or beneficial);

“(I1) sudden, quickly coming into being,
and not building up over time;

“(111) an urgent, pressing, and compelling
need requiring immediate action;

“(1V) subject to clause (ii), unforeseen, un-
predictable, and unanticipated; and

“(V) not permanent, temporary in nature.

““(it) UNFORESEEN.—AN emergency that is
part of an aggregate level of anticipated
emergencies, particularly when normally es-
timated in advance, is not unforeseen.

““(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
terms ‘direct spending’, ‘receipts’, and ‘ap-
propriations for discretionary accounts’
means any provision of a bill, joint resolu-
tion, amendment, motion, or conference re-
port that affects direct spending, receipts, or
appropriations as those terms have been de-
fined and interpreted for purposes of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985.

““(5) POINT OF ORDER.—When the Senate is
considering a bill, resolution, amendment,
motion, or conference report, if a point of

or vital (not
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order is made by a Senator against an emer-
gency designation in that measure, that pro-
vision making such a designation shall be
stricken from the measure and may not be
offered as an amendment from the floor.

““(6) WAIVER AND APPEAL.—Paragraph (5)
may be waived or suspended in the Senate
only by an affirmative vote of three-fifths of
the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Members
of the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall
be required to sustain an appeal of the ruling
of the Chair on a point of order raised under
this section.

““(7) DEFINITION OF AN EMERGENCY DESIGNA-
TION.—For purposes of paragraph (5), a provi-
sion shall be considered an emergency des-
ignation if it designates any item as an
emergency requirement pursuant to this sec-
tion.

““(8) FORM OF THE POINT OF ORDER.—A point
of order under paragraph (5) may be raised
by a Senator as provided in section 313(e) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974.

““(9) CONFERENCE REPORTS.—If a point of
order is sustained under paragraph (5)
against a conference report, the report shall
be disposed of as provided in section 313(d) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974.

““(10) EXCEPTION FOR DEFENSE SPENDING.—
Paragraph (5) shall not apply against an
emergency designation for a provision mak-
ing discretionary appropriations in the de-
fense category.”’.

SEC. 403. DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIMITS IN
THE SENATE.

(a) DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIMITS.—In
the Senate and as used in this section, the
term “discretionary  spending limit”
means—

(1) for fiscal year 2005—

(A) $819,673,000,000 in new budget authority
and $823,694,000,000 in outlays for the discre-
tionary category;

(B) for the highway category, $33,393,000,000
in outlays; and

(C) for the mass transit -category,
$1,488,000,000 in new budget authority, and
$6,726,000,000 in outlays; and

(2) for fiscal year 2006 $852,257,000,000 in new
budget authority, and $885,860,000,000 in out-
lays for the discretionary category.

(b) DISCRETIONARY SPENDING POINT OF
ORDER IN THE SENATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, it shall not be in
order in the Senate to consider any bill or
resolution (including a concurrent resolution
on the budget) or amendment, motion, or
conference report thereon that would exceed
any of the discretionary spending limits in
this section.

(2) WAIVER.—This subsection may be
waived or suspended in the Senate only by
the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the
Members, duly chosen and sworn.

(3) APPEALS.—Appeals in the Senate from
the decisions of the Chair relating to any
provision of this subsection shall be limited
to 1 hour, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the appellant and the manager
of the bill or joint resolution, as the case
may be. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of
the Members of the Senate, duly chosen and
sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order
raised under this subsection.

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—

(A) CHAIRMAN.—After the reporting of a
bill or joint resolution, or the offering of an
amendment thereto or the submission of a
conference report thereon, the chairman of
the Committee on the Budget may make the
adjustments set forth in subparagraph (B)
for the amount of new budget authority in
that measure (if that measure meets the re-
quirements set forth in paragraph (2)) and
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the outlays flowing from that budget author-
ity.

(B) MATTERS TO BE ADJUSTED.—The adjust-
ments referred to in subparagraph (A) are to
be made to—

(i) the discretionary spending limits, if
any, set forth in the appropriate concurrent
resolution on the budget;

(ii) the allocations made pursuant to the
appropriate concurrent resolution on the
budget pursuant to section 302(a) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974; and

(iii) the budgetary aggregates as set forth
in the appropriate concurrent resolution on
the budget.

(2) AMOUNTS OF ADJUSTMENTS.—The adjust-
ment referred to in paragraph (1) shall be—

(A) an amount provided for transportation
under section 311;

(B) an amount provided for the fiscal year
2005 supplemental appropriation pursuant to
section 312; and

(C) an amount provided for fire suppression
pursuant to section 313.

(3) REPORTING REVISED SUBALLOCATIONS.—
Following any adjustment made under para-
graph (1), the Committee on Appropriations
of the Senate shall report appropriately re-
vised suballocations under section 302(b) to
carry out this subsection.

SEC. 404. SCORING RULES.

(a) FUNDING FOR BIOSHIELD.—The chairman
of the Committee on the Budget of the Sen-
ate shall revise the aggregates, functional
totals, and allocations to the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate, discretionary
spending limits, and other appropriate levels
and limits in this resolution by $2,528,000,000
in budget authority for fiscal year 2005, and
by the amount of outlays flowing therefrom
in fiscal year 2005 and subsequent years for
Project Bioshield, for a bill, joint resolution,
amendment, or conference report that makes
appropriations for the Department of Home-
land Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2005.

(b) ENERGY SAVINGS PERFORMANCE CON-
TRACT PROGRAM.—In recognition that the en-
ergy savings performance contract program
recoups its costs through guaranteed savings
without increasing budgetary outlays, the
Congressional Budget Office shall score the
energy savings performance contract pro-
gram under title VIII of the National Energy
Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 801 et
seq.) as zero. For the purposes of any point of
order under any concurrent resolution on the
budget and the Congressional Budget Act of
1974, the cost of the energy savings perform-
ance contract program under title V111 of the
National Energy Conservation Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 801 et seq.) shall be zero.

SEC. 405. ADJUSTMENTS TO REFLECT CHANGES
IN CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS.

(a) In the Senate, upon the enactment of a
bill or joint resolution providing for a
change in concepts or definitions, the chair-
man of the Committee on the Budget shall
make adjustments to the levels and alloca-
tions in this resolution in accordance with
section 251(b) of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (as in
effect prior to September 30, 2002).

(b) If the Committee on Appropriations re-
ports a bill or resolution, or if an amend-
ment thereto is offered or a conference re-
port thereon is submitted, that changes the
nature of offsetting receipts collected from
the Power Marketing Administration from
mandatory to discretionary, the chairman of
the Committee on the Budget may revise the
appropriate allocations for such committee
and other appropriate levels in this resolu-
tion.

H1607

APPLICATION AND EFFECT OF
CHANGES IN ALLOCATIONS AND AG-
GREGATES.

(a) APPLICATION.—ANyY adjustments of allo-
cations and aggregates made pursuant to
this resolution shall—

(1) apply while that measure is under con-
sideration;

(2) take effect upon the enactment of that
measure; and

(3) be published in the Congressional
Record as soon as practicable.

(b) EFFECT OF CHANGED ALLOCATIONS AND
AGGREGATES.—Revised allocations and ag-
gregates resulting from these adjustments
shall be considered for the purposes of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 as alloca-
tions and aggregates contained in this reso-
lution.

(c) BUDGET COMMITTEE DETERMINATIONS.—
For purposes of this resolution—

(1) the levels of new budget authority, out-
lays, direct spending, new entitlement au-
thority, revenues, deficits, and surpluses for
a fiscal year or period of fiscal years shall be
determined on the basis of estimates made
by the appropriate Committee on the Budg-
et; and

(2) such chairman may make any other
necessary adjustments to such levels to
carry out this resolution.

SEC. 407. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS.

Congress adopts the provisions of this
title—

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, respectively, and as such they shall be
considered as part of the rules of each House,
or of that House to which they specifically
apply, and such rules shall supersede other
rules only to the extent that they are incon-
sistent therewith; and

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change those
rules (so far as they relate to that House) at
any time, in the same manner, and to the
same extent as in the case of any other rule
of that House.

SEC. 408. PAY-AS-YOU-GO POINT OF ORDER IN
THE SENATE.

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall not be in order in
the Senate to consider any direct spending
or revenue legislation that would increase
the on-budget deficit or cause an on-budget
deficit for any one of the three applicable
time periods as measured in paragraphs (5)
and (6).

(2) APPLICABLE TIME PERIODS.—FoOr pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘“‘applica-
ble time period” means any 1 of the 3 fol-
lowing periods:

(A) The first year covered by the most re-
cently adopted concurrent resolution on the
budget.

(B) The period of the first 5 fiscal years
covered by the most recently adopted con-
current resolution on the budget.

(C) The period of the 5 fiscal years fol-
lowing the first 5 fiscal years covered in the
most recently adopted concurrent resolution
on the budget.

(3) DIRECT-SPENDING  LEGISLATION.—For
purposes of this subsection and except as
provided in paragraph (4), the term ‘‘direct-
spending legislation”” means any bill, joint
resolution, amendment, motion, or con-
ference report that affects direct spending as
that term is defined by, and interpreted for
purposes of, the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985.

(4) ExcLUsION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the terms ‘‘direct-spending legisla-
tion” and ‘“‘revenue legislation” do not in-
clude—

(A) any concurrent resolution on the budg-
et; or

SEC. 406.
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(B) any provision of legislation that affects
the full funding of, and continuation of, the
deposit insurance guarantee commitment in
effect on the date of enactment of the Budg-
et Enforcement Act of 1990.

(5) BASELINE.—Estimates prepared pursu-
ant to this section shall—

(A) use the baseline surplus or deficit used
for the most recently adopted concurrent
resolution on the budget; and

(B) be calculated under the requirements
of subsections (b) through (d) of section 257
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985 for fiscal years be-
yond those covered by that concurrent reso-
lution on the budget.

(6) PRIOR SURPLUS.—If direct spending or
revenue legislation increases the on-budget
deficit or causes an on-budget deficit when
taken individually, it must also increase the
on-budget deficit or cause an on-budget def-
icit when taken together with all direct
spending and revenue legislation enacted
since the beginning of the calendar year not
accounted for in the baseline under para-
graph (5)(A), except that direct spending or
revenue effects resulting in net deficit reduc-
tion enacted pursuant to reconciliation in-
structions since the beginning of that same
calendar year shall not be available.

(b) WAIVER.—This section may be waived
or suspended in the Senate only by the af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem-
bers, duly chosen and sworn.

(c) APPEALS.—Appeals in the Senate from
the decisions of the Chair relating to any
provision of this section shall be limited to 1
hour, to be equally divided between, and con-
trolled by, the appellant and the manager of
the bill or joint resolution, as the case may
be. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of the
Members of the Senate, duly chosen and
sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order
raised under this section.

(d) DETERMINATION OF BUDGET LEVELS.—
For purposes of this section, the levels of
new budget authority, outlays, and revenues
for a fiscal year shall be determined on the
basis of estimates made by the Committee
on the Budget of the Senate.

(e) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on
September 30, 2009.

TITLE V—SENSE OF THE SENATE
501. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON BUDGET
PROCESS REFORM.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
and the President should work together to
enact budget process reform legislation that
would include mechanisms to restrain Gov-
ernment spending. Such legislation may in-
clude—

(1) deficit targets that, when exceeded,
would result in across-the-board reductions
in Federal spending except Social Security,
Medicare, and Veterans’ benefits;

(2) revision of the content of budget resolu-
tions to increase their focus on aggregate
levels, and to include easily understood en-
forcement tools such as—

(A) discretionary spending limits;

(B) pay-as-you-go; and

(C) explicit committee allocations;

(3) emergency spending procedures which
budget for emergency needs;

(4) pay-as-you-go limitations which apply
to non-budget expenditures;

(5) limitations on unauthorized appropria-
tions; and

(6) enhanced rescission or constitutional
line-item veto authority for the President.
SEC. 502. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON BUDGET

PROCESS REFORM WITH REGARD TO
THE CREATION OF BIPARTISAN
COMMISSIONS TO COMBAT WASTE,
FRAUD, AND ABUSE AND TO PRO-
MOTE SPENDING EFFICIENCY.

(a) WASTE, FRAUD, AND ABUSE.—It is the
sense of the Senate that legislation should
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be enacted that would create a bipartisan
commission for the purpose of—

(1) submitting recommendations on ways
to eliminate waste, fraud, and abuse; and

(2) to provide recommendations on ways in
which to achieve cost savings through en-
hancing program efficiencies in all discre-
tionary and entitlement programs.

The findings of the commission should be
made on an annual basis, and should be pre-
sented in conjunction with the submission of
the President’s budget request to Congress.

(b) EFFICIENCY.—It is the sense of the Sen-
ate that a bipartisan commission should be
established to—

(1) audit Federal domestic agencies, and
programs within such agencies, with the ex-
press purpose of providing Congress with rec-
ommendations, and legislation;

(2) implement those recommendations; and

(3) realign or eliminate government agen-
cies and programs that are duplicative, inef-
ficient, outdated, irrelevant, or have failed
to accomplish their intended purpose.

The findings of the commission should be

made on an annual basis, and should be pre-

sented in conjunction with the submission of

the President’s budget request to Congress.

SEC. 503. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON THE RELA-
TIONSHIP BETWEEN ANNUAL DEF-
ICIT SPENDING AND INCREASES IN
DEBT SERVICE COSTS.

It is the sense of the Senate that the Con-
gressional Budget Office shall consult with
the Committee on the Budget of the Senate
in order to prepare a report containing a dis-
cussion of—

(1) the relationship between annual deficit
spending and increases in debt service costs;

(2) the relationship between incremental
increases in discretionary spending and debt
service costs; and

(3) the feasibility of providing estimates of
debt service costs in the cost estimates pre-
pared pursuant to section 308 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974.

SEC. 504. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
THE COSTS OF THE MEDICARE PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUG PROGRAM.

It is the sense of the Senate that the Com-
mittee on Finance of the Senate should re-
port a bill that consists of changes in laws
within its jurisdiction sufficient to ensure
that spending within part D of the Medicare
Prescription Drug Benefit program in fiscal
years 2005 through 2013 does not exceed the
total of $409,000,000,000 as estimated by the
Congressional Budget Office.

SEC. 505. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
PAY PARITY.

It is the sense of the Senate that—

(1) compensation for civilian and military
employees of the United States, without
whom we cannot successfully serve and pro-
tect our citizens and taxpayers, must be suf-
ficient to support our critical efforts to re-
cruit, retain, and reward quality people ef-
fectively and responsibly; and

(2) to achieve this objective, the rate of in-
crease in the compensation of civilian em-
ployees should be equal to that proposed for
the military in the President’s Fiscal Year
2005 Budget.

SEC. 506. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON RETURNING
STABILITY TO PAYMENTS UNDER
MEDICARE PHYSICIAN FEE SCHED-
ULE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) the fees Medicare pays physicians and
other health professionals were reduced by
5.4 percent across-the-board in 2002.

(2) action by Congress in early 2003 nar-
rowly averted a 4.4-percent across-the-board
reduction in such fees that year;

(3) in the fall of 2003, congressional action
was once again needed to prevent an across-
the-board reduction of 4.5 percent in such

March 29, 2004

fees for 2004, as well as an anticipated fur-
ther reduction in 2005;

(4) based on current projections, estimates
suggest that, absent any action, fees will be
significantly reduced across-the-board in
2006 and each year thereafter until at least
2010;

(5) the prospect of continued payment re-
ductions under the Medicare physician fee
schedule for the foreseeable future threatens
to destabilize an important element of the
program, namely physician participation
and willingness to accept Medicare patients;

(6) there are major flaws in the formula
Medicare uses to reimburse physicians which
result in steep cuts that adversely impact
Medicare beneficiaries’ access to care; and

(7) CMS should use its authority to exclude
Medicare-covered drugs and biologics from
the physician formula and accurately reflect
in the formula the direct and indirect cost of
increases due to coverage decisions, adminis-
trative actions, and rules and regulations.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that, while recent actions by
Congress have helped address the immediate
reductions in reimbursement, further action
by Congress is urgently needed to put in
place a new formula or mechanism for updat-
ing Medicare physician fees in 2006 and
thereafter, in order to ensure—

(1) the long-term stability of the Medicare
payment system for physicians and other
health care professionals, such that payment
rates keep pace with practice cost increases;
and

(2) future access to physicians’ services for
Medicare beneficiaries.

SEC. 507. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
THE USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS TO
SUPPORT AMERICAN COMPANIES
AND AMERICAN WORKERS.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) the United States has lost more than
2,200,000 manufacturing jobs since 2000;

(2) the Bureau of Labor Statistics reported
that 239,454 workers in a variety of sectors of
the United States economy lost their jobs as
a result of mass layoffs in January 2004;

(3) there are millions of long-term unem-
ployed Americans who have been unable to
find work; and

(4) the Buy American Act requires the Fed-
eral Government to support American com-
panies and American workers by buying
American-made goods.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the functional totals in
this resolution assume that—

(1) Federal departments and agencies will,
to the maximum extent possible, purchase
goods and services from American compa-
nies; and

(2) Federal departments and agencies will
ensure that, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, the work required by Federal contracts
for goods and services will be performed in
the United States.

SEC. 508. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
CLOSING THE “TAX GAP”.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) the Internal Revenue Service estimates
that the gross tax gap (the difference be-
tween the amount of taxes owed by tax-
payers and the amount actually collected) is
now estimated to be in excess of
$300,000,000,000 annually;

(2) the Internal Revenue Service reports
that the rate of voluntary and timely com-
pliance from taxpayers in paying what they
owe is approximately 85 percent;

(3) this overwhelming majority of honest
and hardworking taxpayers are forced to
make up the shortfall that results from tax-
payers who fail to pay what they owe volun-
tarily;

(4) a former Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue has estimated that honest taxpayers
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are paying ‘“‘15 percent more’’ than necessary
if the tax gap were closed;

(5) the current Commissioner of Internal
Revenue is concerned that increasing num-
bers of taxpayers believe that people are less
likely to report their income taxes accu-
rately and more inclined to take a chance
that they will not be audited; and

(6) that an increase in enforcement efforts
on taxes already due and owing can generate
significant additional revenues without rais-
ing taxes.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the Internal Revenue
Service should be provided the resources nec-
essary to increase enforcement activities
that would be concentrated on efforts to re-
duce the tax gap substantially by the end of
fiscal year 2009.

SEC. 509. SENSE OF THE SENATE AMENDMENT ON
DRUG COMPARATIVENESS STUDIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that the over-
all discretionary levels set in this resolution
assume $75,000,000 in new budget authority in
fiscal year 2005 and new outlays that flow
from this budget authority in fiscal year 2005
and subsequent years, to fund new research
and ongoing literature surveys in the Agency
for Health Care Research and Quality. These
activities will be designed to improve sci-
entific evidence related to the comparative
effectiveness and safety of prescription drugs
and other treatments and to disseminate the
findings and underlying data from such re-
search to health care practitioners, con-
sumers, and health care purchasers.

SEC. 510. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
FUNDING FOR PORT SECURITY.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) In the United States, the system of
maritime commerce, including seaports and
other ports, is a critical element of the
United States economic, social, and environ-
mental infrastructure.

(2) In 2001, ports in the United States han-
dled approximately 5,400 ships, the majority
of which were owned by foreign persons and
crewed by nationals of foreign countries,
that made a total of more than 60,000 calls at
such ports.

3) In a typical year, more than 17,000,000
cargo containers are handled at ports in the
United States.

(4) Maritime commerce is the primary
mode of transportation for international
trade, with ships carrying more than 80 per-
cent of such trade, by volume.

(5) Disruption of trade flowing through
United States ports could have a cata-
strophic impact on both the United States
and the world economies.

(6) In addition to the economic importance
of United States ports, such ports form a
critical link in the United States national
security structure, and are necessary to en-
sure that United States military material
can be effectively and quickly shipped to any
location where such material is needed.

(7) Terrorist groups, including extremist
groups such as al Qaeda, are likely to con-
sider, formulate, and execute plans to con-
duct a terrorist strike against one or more of
the ports in the United States.

(8) Terrorists have conducted attacks
against maritime commerce in the past, in-
cluding the October 2002 attack on the
French oil tanker LIMBERG and the October
2000 attack on the USS COLE in Yemen.

(9) It is critical that port security be en-
hanced and improved through the adoption
of better formulated security procedures, the
adoption of new regulations and law, and in-
vestment in long-term capital improvements
to the structure of the United States most
critical ports.

(10) Effective funding to provide adequate
security at United States ports requires a
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commitment to provide Federal funds over
multiple years to fund long-term capital im-
provement projects.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) the budget of the United States should
provide adequate funding for port security
projects and not less than the amount of
such funding that is adequate to implement
an effective port security plan;

(2) the implementation of the budget of the
United States should permit the provision of
Federal funds over multiple years to fund
long-term security improvement projects at
ports in the United States; and

(3) the Secretary of Homeland Security
should, as soon as practicable, develop a
funding plan for port security that permits
funding over multiple years for such
projects.

SEC. 511. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
TRIBAL COLLEGES AND UNIVER-
SITIES.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) American Indians from 250 federally
recognized tribes nationwide attend tribal
colleges and wuniversities, a majority of
whom are first-generation college students.

(2) Tribal colleges and universities are lo-
cated in some of the most isolated and im-
poverished areas in the Nation, yet they are
the Nation’s most poorly funded institutions
of higher education. While the Tribally Con-
trolled College or University Assistance Act,
or “Tribal College Act” provides funding
based solely on Indian students, the colleges
have open enrollment policies providing ac-
cess to postsecondary education opportuni-
ties to all interested students, about 20 per-
cent of whom are non-Indian. With rare ex-
ception, tribal colleges and universities do
not receive operating funds from the States
for these non-Indian State resident students.
Yet, if these same students attended any
other public institutions in their States, the
State would provide basic operating funds to
the institution.

(3) While Congress has been increasing an-
nual appropriations for tribal colleges in re-
cent years, the President’s fiscal year 2005
budget recommends a $5,500,000 decrease in
institutional operating funds. This rep-
resents the third consecutive year that the
President’s budget proposed decreases that
Congress must restore.

(4) Because of congressional budget res-
torations, the tribal colleges funded through
titles | and Il of the Tribally Controlled Col-
lege or University Assistance Act are within
$19,000,000 of full funding at their authorized
level.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) this resolution recognizes the funding
challenges faced by tribal colleges and uni-
versities and assumes that priority consider-
ation will be provided to them through fund-
ing of the Tribally Controlled College or Uni-
versity Assistance Act, the Equity in Edu-
cational Land Grant Status Act, title Ill of
the Higher Education Act, and the National
Science Foundation Tribal College Program;
and

(2) such priority consideration reflects the
intent of Congress to continue to work to-
ward statutory Federal funding authoriza-
tion goals for tribal colleges and univer-
sities.

SEC. 512. FINDINGS AND SENSE OF THE SENATE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) the United States is in the grip of per-
vasively higher home energy prices;

(2) high natural gas, heating oil, and pro-
pane prices are, in general, having an effect
that is rippling through the United States
economy and are, in particular, impacting
home energy bills;

H1609

(3) while persons in many sectors can adapt
to natural gas, heating oil, and propane price
increases, persons in some sectors simply
cannot;

(4) elderly and disabled citizens who are
living on fixed incomes, the working poor,
and other low-income individuals face hard-
ships wrought by high home energy prices;

(5) the energy burden for persons among
the working poor often exceeds 20 percent of
those persons’ incomes under normal condi-
tions;

(6) under current circumstances, home en-
ergy prices are unnaturally high, and these
are not normal circumstances;

(7) while critically important and encour-
aged, State energy assistance and charitable
assistance funds have been overwhelmed by
the crisis caused by the high home energy
prices;

(8) the Federal Low-Income Home Energy
Assistance Program (referred to in this sec-
tion as “LIHEAP”) and the companion
weatherization assistance program (referred
to in this section as “WAP?"), are the Federal
Government’s primary means to assist eligi-
ble low-income individuals in the United
States to shoulder the burdens caused by
their home cooling and heating needs;

(9) in 2003, LIHEAP reached only 15 percent
of the persons in the United States who were
eligible for assistance under the program;

(10) since LIHEAP’s inception, its infla-
tion-adjusted buying power has eroded by 58
percent; and

(11) current Federal funding for LIHEAP is
not sufficient to meet the cooling and heat-
ing needs of low-income families.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the levels in this concur-
rent resolution assume—

(1) an adequate increase in funding for each
of fiscal years 2005 and 2006 to carry out the
LIHEAP program;

(2) an adequate increase in funding for fis-
cal year 2005 and an adequate increase in
funding for fiscal year 2006 to carry out the
WAP program;

(3) appropriations, for these programs, of
sufficient additional funds to realistically
address the cooling and heating needs of low-
income families; and

(4) advance appropriations of the necessary
funds to ensure the smooth operation of the
programs during times of peak demand.

SEC. 513. SENSE OF THE SENATE SUPPORTING
FUNDING RESTORATION FOR AGRI-
CULTURE RESEARCH AND EXTEN-
SION.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) funding for 33 programs administered by
the Cooperative State Research, Education,
and Extension Service of the Department of
Agriculture were each reduced by 10 percent
in the Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2004 (118 Stat. 9);

(2) those cuts are already hurting a wide
range of proven programs that help people,
communities, and businesses;

(3) the cuts have put at risk important ad-
vances made in all 50 States and United
States territories, including—

(A) combating obesity through programs
such as the Expanded Food and Nutrition
Education Program;

(B) expanding environmentally-minded
pest management programs;

(C) ensuring food safety; and

(D) educating farmers and ranchers about
new sustainable agricultural practices;

(4) the National Research Initiative is the
flagship competitive grants program funded
through the Cooperative State Research,
Education, and Extension Service;

(5) because of limited funding the Service
is able to fund only a small fraction of the
meritorious research proposals that the
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Service receives under the National
search Initiative program; and

(6) base funding at the Service that sup-
ports the research infrastructure has fallen
steadily over the past decade.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that levels in this concurrent
resolution assume that in making appropria-
tions and revenue decisions, the Senate sup-
ports—

(1) the restoration of the 33 accounts of the
Cooperative State Research, Education, and
Extension Service;

(2) the fiscal year 2005 funding of the Na-
tional Research Initiative; and

(3) the fiscal year 2005 funding of competi-
tive research programs of the Cooperative
State Research, Education, and Extension
Service in an amount that is adequate to—

(A) fight obesity and stave off chronic dis-
eases;

(B) combat insects and animal and plant
diseases;

(C) establish new crops, improved live-
stock, and economic opportunities for pro-
ducers; and

(D) keep pathogens and other dangers out
of the air, water, soil, plants, and animals.
SEC. 514. RESERVE FUND FOR HOMELAND SECU-

RITY GRANT PROGRAM, ASSISTANCE
TO FIREFIGHTER GRANTS, AND
PORT SECURITY GRANTS.

The Chairman of the Committee on the
Budget of the Senate shall revise the aggre-
gates, functional totals, allocations to the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate,
discretionary spending limits, and other ap-
propriate levels and limits in this resolution
by up to $1,545,000,000 in budget authority for
fiscal year 2005, and by the amount of out-
lays flowing therefrom in 2005 and subse-
quent years, for a bill, amendment, motion,
or conference report that provides additional
fiscal year 2005 discretionary appropriations,
in excess of the levels provided in this reso-
lution, for the programs at the Department
of Homeland Security.

SEC. 515. STATE HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT
PROGRAM.

It is the sense of the Senate that, of the
funds for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, $800,000,000 shall be allocated for the
State Homeland Security Grant program;
$250,000,000 for the Assistance to Firefighters
Grant program; and $275,000,000 for Port Se-
curity Grants. It is further the sense of the
Senate that the State Homeland Security
Grant Program shall be increased by
$220,000,000 in order to provide for a more eq-
uitable formula for distributing funds.

SEC. 516. STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE.

It is the sense of the Senate that the in-
creased funding for the Homeland Security
Department programs shall come from the
cancellation of planned future deliveries of
oil to the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

SEC. 517. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING A
NATIONAL ANIMAL IDENTIFICATION
PROGRAM.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) animal identification is important for
operational management, herd health, and
increased trade opportunities;

(2) animal identification is a critical com-
ponent of the animal health infrastructure of
the United States;

(3) it is vital to the well-being of all people
in the United States to protect animal agri-
culture in the United States by safeguarding
animal health;

(4) the ability to collect information in a
timely manner is critical to an effective re-
sponse to an imminent threat to animal
health or food safety.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the levels in this concur-
rent resolution assume that in making ap-
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propriations and revenue decisions, the Sen-
ate supports—

(1) the development and implementation of
a national animal identification program
recognizing the need for resources to carry
out the implementation of the plan;

(2) the provision by the Secretary of Agri-
culture of a time-line for the development
and implementation of the program as soon
as practicable after the date of approval of
this concurrent resolution;

(3) the provision by the Secretary of Agri-
culture to ensure the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service, State animal
health agencies, and agricultural producers
are provided funds necessary to implement a
national animal identification program; and

(4) the establishment of a program that is
not overly burdensome to agricultural pro-
ducers and ensures the privacy of informa-
tion of agricultural producers.

SEC. 518. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE GLOBAL
FUND TO FIGHT AIDS, TUBER-
CULOSIS, AND MALARIA.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) the United States—

(A) helped establish The Global Fund to
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria (re-
ferred to in this section as the “Fund’’);

(B) provided its first donation; and

(C) provides leadership to the Fund under
Fund Board Chairman Tommy Thompson,
Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services;

(2) as a complement to the President’s his-
toric 15-country AIDS initiative, the Fund
provides resources to fight AIDS, tuber-
culosis, malaria, and related diseases around
the world;

(3) section 202 of the United States Leader-
ship Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and
Malaria Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7622) authorizes
contributions to the Fund to the extent that
United States contributions do not exceed 33
percent of all contributions to the Fund, al-
lowing the United States to contribute $1 for
every $2 contributed by other sources.

(4) during fiscal years 2001 through 2003,
the United States provided $623,000,000 of the
total contributions of $1,900,000,000 to the
Fund, which represents approximately % of
total contributions to the Fund;

(5) Congress has appropriated $547,000,000 to
the Fund for fiscal year 2004, which has been
matched by confirmed pledges of $994,000,000,
and is slightly more than % of total pledges,
with additional pledges expected;

(6) over the life of the Fund, Congress has
appropriated sufficient amounts to match
contributions from other sources to The
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis,
and Malaria on a 1-to-2 basis; and

(7) transparency and accountability are
critical to fund grant-making and the United
States should work with foreign govern-
ments and international organizations to
support the Fund’s efforts to use its con-
tributions most effectively.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that this concurrent resolution
and subsequent appropriations Acts should
provide sufficient funds to continue match-
ing contributions from other sources to The
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis,
and Malaria on a 1-to-2 basis.

SEC. 519. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING
CHILD NUTRITION FUNDING.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) Federal child nutrition programs have
long played a critical role in providing chil-
dren in the United States with quality nutri-
tion from birth through secondary school;

(2) recognizing the value of these benefits
to children in the United States, Congress
has an enduring tradition of bipartisan sup-
port for these programs;
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(3) children in the United States are in-
creasingly at nutritional risk due to poor di-
etary habits, lack of access to nutritious
foods, and obesity and diet-related diseases
associated with poor dietary intake;

(4) many children in the United States who
would benefit from Federal child nutrition
programs do not receive benefits due to fi-
nancial or administrative barriers; and

(5) Federal child nutrition programs are
expected to be reauthorized in the One Hun-
dred Eighth Congress.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that the levels in this concur-
rent resolution assume that in making ap-
propriations and revenue decisions, the Sen-
ate supports the retention in the conference
report for this concurrent resolution of the
additional funds provided in this concurrent
resolution for the reauthorization of Federal
child nutrition programs.

SEC. 520. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING
COMPENSATION FOR EXPOSURE TO
TOXIC SUBSTANCES AT THE DE-
PARTMENT OF ENERGY.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Energy Employees Occupational
IlIness Compensation Program Act of 2000 (42
U.S.C. 7384 et seq.) (referred to in this sec-
tion as the “EEOICPA”) is intended to en-
sure the timely payment of uniform and ade-
quate compensation to covered employees
suffering from occupational illnesses in-
curred during their work for the Department
of Energy.

(2) The Department of Labor is responsible
for implementing the provisions under sub-
title B of the EEOICPA, relating to claims
for radiation related cancers, beryllium dis-
ease, and silicosis. The Department of Labor
has, within its area of responsibility, proc-
essed over 95 percent of the 52,000 claims it
has received, and is processing these claims
in an average of 73 days.

(3) As of the date of enactment of this reso-
lution, the Department of Health and Human
Services has not promulgated the regula-
tions required under section 3626 of the
EEOICPA for allowing claimants to petition
to be members of the Special Exposure Co-
hort. Special Exposure Cohorts provide a
presumption in favor of the claimant for ra-
diation related cancers if—

(A) it is not feasible to estimate radiation
dose with sufficient accuracy; and

(B) there is a reasonable likelihood that
the health of the class of workers may have
been endangered.

(4) The Department of Energy, which is re-
sponsible for implementing subtitle D of the
EEOICPA, relating to occupational illness
caused by exposure to toxic substances at
Department of Energy facilities, finalized its
regulations on August 14, 2002. The Depart-
ment of Energy has processed 1 percent of
the 22,000 claims received through the De-
partment of Energy physicians panels since
its regulations were made final.

(5) The Department of Energy has no will-
ing payor for up to 50 percent of the claims
that its physicians panels determine to be
related to exposure to a toxic substance at
the Department of Energy. As a con-
sequence, many claimants with a positive de-
termination from the physicians panel will
be denied benefits. Many States, including
Alaska, Colorado, lowa, Kentucky, Missouri,
Ohio, New Mexico, ldaho, and Nevada, may
not have a willing payor.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) claims for occupational illness, which
are determined to be caused by exposure to
toxic substances at Department of Energy
facilities under subtitle D of the EEOICPA,
should be promptly, equitably, and effi-
ciently compensated;
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(2) administrative and technical changes
should be made to the EEOICPA to—

(A) improve claims processing and review
by physicians panels to ensure cost-effective
and efficient consideration and determina-
tion of workers’ claims;

(B) provide for membership in additional
special exposure cohorts; and

(C) address eligibility issues at facilities
with residual radiation; and

(3) the President and Congress should work
together at the earliest opportunity to de-
velop a plan that effectively resolves the
issue of a lack of a willing payor for many
claims that are determined under subtitle D
of the EEOICPA to be related to exposure to
a toxic substance at Department of Energy
facilities.

SEC. 521. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING TAX
INCENTIVES FOR CERTAIN RURAL
COMMUNITIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that if tax re-
lief measures are passed in accordance with
the assumptions in this resolution in this
session of Congress, such legislation should
include—

(1) tax and other financial incentives, simi-
lar to those included in the New Homestead
Act (S. 602), to help rural communities fight
the economic decimation caused by chronic
out-migration by giving such communities
the tools they need to attract individuals to
live and work, or to start and grow a busi-
ness, in such rural areas, and

(2) revenue provisions which fully offset
the cost of such tax and other financial in-
centives.

SEC. 522. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING
SUMMER FOOD PILOT PROJECTS.

It is the sense of the Senate that the levels
in this concurrent resolution assume that in
making appropriations and revenue decisions
in Function 600 (Income Security), the Sen-
ate supports the provision, to the Food and
Nutrition Service and other appropriate
agencies within the Department of Agri-
culture, of $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, and
$127,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 2005
through 2009, to enable those agencies to ex-
pand the summer food pilot projects estab-
lished under section 18(f) of the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C.
1769(f)) to all States of the United States and
to all service institutions (including service
institutions described in section 13(a)(7) of
that Act).

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. NUSSLE

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | offer a
motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. NUsSsSLE moves to strike all after the
resolving clause of S. Con. Res. 95 and insert
in lieu thereof the text of House Concurrent
Resolution 393 as adopted by the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from lowa (Mr. NUSSLE).

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

——————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow for morning
hour debate as though after May 31,
2004, thereafter to resume its session at
10 a.m.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from lowa?

The

There was no objection.

MAXINE S. POSTAL UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to vacate the or-
dering of the yeas and nays on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass H.R.
3917 to the end that the Chair put the
question on the motion de novo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from lowa?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3917.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed. These votes
will be taken in the following order:

Motion to concur in Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 2584, by the yeas and
nays;

H.R. 3723, by the yeas and nays.

Both of these will be 15-minute votes.

——————

UTROK ATOLL VESSEL
CONVEYANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and concurring in the
Senate amendments to the bill, H.R.
2584.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
GILCHREST) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ments to the bill, H.R. 2584, on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 379, nays 1,
not voting 53, as follows:

[Roll No. 94]

YEAS—379
Abercrombie Berry Bradley (NH)
Aderholt Biggert Brady (PA)
Akin Bilirakis Brady (TX)
Alexander Bishop (GA) Brown (OH)
Allen Bishop (NY) Brown (SC)
Andrews Bishop (UT) Brown-Waite,
Baca Blackburn Ginny
Baird Blumenauer Burgess
Baker Blunt Burns
Baldwin Boehlert Burton (IN)
Ballance Boehner Buyer
Ballenger Bonilla Calvert
Bartlett (MD) Bonner Camp
Barton (TX) Bono Cannon
Bass Boozman Cantor
Beauprez Boswell Capito
Bereuter Boucher Capps
Berkley Boyd Capuano
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Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble

Cole
Collins
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DelLay
Deutsch

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Evans

Farr
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Grijalva
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hensarling
Herger

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson

Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Kolbe
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Nethercutt
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Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Porter
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauscher
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
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Towns Walsh Whitfield
Turner (OH) Wamp Wicker
Turner (TX) Waters Wilson (NM)
Udall (CO) Watson Wilson (SC)
Udall (NM) Watt Wolf
Upton Waxman Woolsey
Van Hollen Weiner Wu
Velazquez Weldon (FL)
Visclosky Weldon (PA) \\,(Vgl?nng (AK)
Vitter Weller
Walden (OR) Wexler
NAYS—1
Paul
NOT VOTING—53
Ackerman Gephardt Ose
Bachus Greenwood Oxley
Barrett (SC) Gutierrez Payne
Becerra Hefley Pomeroy
Bell Hoeffel Portman
Berman Hulshof Rahall
Brown, Corrine Hunter Ros-Lehtinen
Burr Jackson-Lee Ryan (OH)
Carson (OK) (TX) Sanders
Davis (AL) John Shays
DeMint Kilpatrick Stark
Doolittle Knollenberg Tanner
Etheridge Kucinich Tauzin
Everett Lewis (GA) Taylor (MS)
Fattah Lipinski Taylor (NC)
Foley Maloney Terry
Frank (MA) Mclntyre Toomey
Gallegly Neal (MA) Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON) (during the vote). Members
are advised they have 2 minutes in
which to cast their vote.
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

VAUGHN GROSS POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 3723.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3723, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 379, nays 0,
not voting 54, as follows:

[Roll No. 95]

YEAS—379
Abercrombie Biggert Brady (TX)
Aderholt Bilirakis Brown (OH)
Akin Bishop (GA) Brown (SC)
Alexander Bishop (NY) Brown-Waite,
Allen Bishop (UT) Ginny
Andrews Blackburn Burgess
Baca Blumenauer Burns
Baird Blunt Burton (IN)
Baker Boehlert Buyer
Baldwin Boehner Calvert
Ballance Bonilla Camp
Ballenger Bonner Cannon
Bartlett (MD) Bono Cantor
Barton (TX) Boozman Capito
Bass Boswell Capps
Beauprez Boucher Capuano
Bereuter Boyd Cardin
Berkley Bradley (NH) Cardoza
Berry Brady (PA) Carson (IN)

Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble

Cole
Collins
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DelLauro
DeLay
Deutsch

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Evans
Farr
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Grijalva
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt

Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kind
King (1A)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Kolbe
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
Mclnnis
McKeon
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
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Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauscher
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
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Udall (CO) Waters Wicker
Udall (NM) Watson Wilson (NM)
Upton Watt Wilson (SC)
Van Hollen Waxman Wolf
Velazquez Weiner Woolsey
V!sclosky Weldon (FL) Wu
Walde (OR) wettor 1) oynn

alden eller
Walsh Wexler Young (AK)
Wamp Whitfield

NOT VOTING—54

Ackerman Greenwood Ose
Bachus Gutierrez Oxley
Barrett (SC) Hefley Payne
Becerra Hoeffel Portman
Bell Hulshof Rahall
Berman . Hunter Ros-Lehtinen
Brown, Corrine Jackson-Lee Ryan (OH)
Burr (TX) Sanders
Carson (OK) John Shays
Davis (AL) Johnson, E. B. Stark
DeMint Kilpatrick
Doolittle Knollenberg Tann.er
Etheridge Kucinich Tauzin
Everett Lewis (GA) Taylor (MS)
Fattah Lipinski Taylor (NC)
Foley Maloney Terry
Frank (MA) Mcintyre Toomey
Gallegly Murtha Young (FL)
Gephardt Neal (MA)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON) (during the vote). Members
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

0 1915

So (two thirds having voted in favor
therefore) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the was announced as
above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, | was in con-
stituent meetings in my congressional district
on Monday, March 29, 2004. As such, | was
absent from the House floor during the rollcall
votes on H.R. 2584, providing for the convey-
ance of a decommissioned National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration ship to the
Utrok Atoll local government, and H.R. 3723,
the Vaughn Gross Post Office Building Des-
ignation Act. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on each o